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Ouenka Bo3aeiicTBUsI cTeapuHOBOI KHCJOTHI (Cis:0) HA KOJTHUYECTBEHHbIN COCTaB
MHMKPOOHOMA pPYOLIOBOIf :KMIKOCTH MOJIOJHSIKA KPYITHOI0 POraToro CKoTa

B.A. Pazanos, I H. Jlesaxun, I'.K. /lyckaes, b.C. Hypycanos, E.B. Illeiioa, B.M. I'abudynun
DedepanbHblll HAyUHBIL YeHMP OUOTOSUMECKIX CUCTEM U agpomexHonoeull Poccuickoti akademuu Hayk (2. Operoype)

AnHoTanms. JIMMUABI — OMHU U3 CAMBIX YHEPrOEMKUX OPTaHUYECKUX COCAMHEHHH, KOTOPHIC CIIOCOOHBI
000raTUTh PAlMOHBI XBAYHBIX YKUBOTHBIX. JKHPBI HECYT B ce0e KUPOPACTBOPHMEIC BUTAMHHEI, HEO0XO-
JUMBIC JUIsI HOPMAJIBHOTO Pa3BUTHS OPTaHU3MA.

Bonpmioe BHUManne HyXHO YICIUTH KUPHO-KHCIOTHOMY COCTaBY >KHPOB, HCIIONB3YEMBIX B KOPMIICHUU
JKBaYHBIX JKMBOTHBIX, KOTOPHIE COCTOAT M3 HACHIIICHHBIX M HEHACBIIIEHHBIX XHUPHBIX KHUCIIOT, OJHAKO
JKHPHBIE KUCIIOTHI MO-pa3HOMY BIHSIOT HA OakTepuu pyOua. B Hamem nccnenoBanuu Mbl OOpaTHIM BHU-
MaHUe Ha U3y4YeHHe cTeapuHOBOU KUCIOTHI (Cig.0), KOTOpas SBISICTCS HACBHIIEHHOW XKUPHON KUCIOTON U
MPUCYTCTBYET MPAKTUIECKU BO BCEX KHUPAX PACTUTECIHFHOTO IMPOUCXOXKICHUS.

B xoze uccnemoBanusi ObUTH OTIPEIEIICHBI TPYIIIBI OaKTepHil pyOIIOBOH KUAKOCTH MOJIOIHSIKA KPYITHOTO
poraToro CKoTa I0J BIUSHUEM CTEapHHOBOU KHUCIOTHI.

YCTaHOBIICHO, YTO MCIIOJIB30BAHUE KUPHON KUCIIOTHI MPUBEJIO K CMEUICHUIO OAKTEpUl OT IPaMITOIOKH-
TENBHBIX B CTOPOHY TPaMOTPUIATEIbHBIX. Tak, HanOompimue GuIyMsl coctaBisuiu Firmicutes (54,6 %)
JUIsl KOHTPOJIBHOM TPYMIIbI, C MCIOJIb30BAaHUEM CTEAPMHOBOW KHUCIIOTHI JAaHHBIA MOKAa3aTelb COCTaBIISI
Firmicutes (25,1 %). CooTHoIIeHNe UIsI KOHTPOJIBHOM Tpynibl A ¢puiyma Bacteroidetes K OTIBITHBIM C
WCIIOJTb30BAHUEM CTEAPUHOBOW KUCIOTHI cocTaBuio 1:1,4.

KiaroueBble c0Ba: KpymHBINH pOTaTelii CKOT, OBIYKH, KOPMJICHHE, CTEAPHHOBAs KHCIOTAa, MHKPOOHMOM

pyOma.
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Summary. Lipids are one of the most energy-intensive organic compounds that can enrich the diets of
ruminants. Fats contain the fat-soluble vitamins necessary for normal development of the body.

Much attention should be paid to the fatty-acid composition of the fats used in ruminant feeding, which
are composed of saturated and unsaturated fatty acids, but fatty acids have different effects on rumen
bacteria. In our research we paid attention to the study of stearic acid (Cis.0), which is a saturated fatty acid
and is contained almost in all vegetable fats.

In the process of research there were identified the groups of bacteria from the rumen fluid of young cattle
under the influence of stearic acid.

It was found that the use of fatty acid caused the shift in bacteria from gram-positive to gram-negative.
Thus, the largest phyla were Firmicutes (54.6%) for the control group, with the use of stearic acid this
indicator was Firmicutes (25.1%). The ratio for the Bacteroidetes phylum of the control group to the
experimental one using stearic acid was 1:1,4.
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Kusommosoocmeo u kopmonpouseoocmeo 2020 T. 103 Ne 4/ Avimal Husbandry and Fodder Production 2020 Vol 103 Is. 4
140 Teopusi M IPaKTHKAa KOPMJICHUS

Beenenne.

Brutouenre B paliioHBI KPYITHOTO POTaTOrO CKOTAa YKUPOBBIX KOMIIOHCHTOB B TCUCHHE IITUTEIh-
HOTO TIepHOoJia CIIOCOOCTBYET YBEIMYEHHIO NEPEBAPHMOCTH CyXOTrO BEIeCTBa KOpMa M KOHIEHTpPAIHH
MOJI04HOTO kupa. OJTHAKO JaHHBIE MPOIECCHl CBA3aHBI C KOJMYECTBOM JKHUPA M THUIIOM JKHUPHBIX KHCIIOT
(Caduynuna E.B., 2009). XKupHble KUCIOTHI, B YACTHOCTH HEHACHINIEHHBIC, MOTYT BJIHMATH HA POCT HEKO-
TOPBIX TPynm OakTepuil pyOIa W MOJABIATH CHHTE3 XXHpa B MOJIOYHOH sxeneze. C ApPYyroil cTOpOHHI,
HACBHINICHHBIC JKUPHBIC KUCIOTHI, Hampumep, nanbMUTHHOBAS (Cie) U cTeapuHoBas (Cis.), CUUTAIOTCS
WMHEPTHBIMU B pyOlle M HE y4YacTBYIOT B JISIPECCHH MOJIOYHOTrO kupa. Kak mpaBuiio, HeHACHIILICHHbIC
JKUPHBIE KUCIOTHI OTHOCHUTEIBHO TOKCHYHBI JIsl MUKPOOOB pyOIia. DTo0 0COOEHHO BEPHO JJIsi BUOB, Tie-
peBapuBaronux kierdarky. OJHako OOJBITMHCTBO MUKPOOOB pyOIla MMEIOT CIIOCOOHOCTh BBIBOJUTH TOK-
CHHBI U CHI)KaTh TOKCHYECKMH 3(Q(EKT HEHACBHIIIEHHBIX XHPOB C MOMOIIBIO MpOIecca, Ha3bIBAEMOTO
«ouorunpupoanue» (Owens FN et al., 1998; Vossenberg JLCM and Joblin KN, 2003; Jenkins TC et al.,
2008). meroTcs maHHBIE, YTO MOBBIIMICHUE YPOBHS KHPOB U JKUPHBIX KHCIIOT B pallMOHE KPYITHOTO pora-
TOTO CKOTa TOPMO3HT MPOLIECC NepEeBapUBaHMs KIETYATKH B pyOlle, CHIKAeT IepeBapuBaHNue OpraHude-
CKHUX BEIIECTB B MepeHed dacTu xemyaka. OmHako OOJBIIOe KOJINIECTBO HEHACHIIEHHBIX KUPHBIX KHC-
JIOT MOXET IMOJABJISATh 3TH MPOILECCHI, OKa3blBas BO3ACUCTBHE HA MUKPOOHYIO momyisiiuto pyona (En-
jalbert F et al., 2017; Jiao S et al., 2017).

OtnenpHBIe BUIBI pyOIIOBOH MHKPOOMOTHI (3HTOAMHUOMOPKBI U TOJIOTPUXHUH) BEIpabOTaIN B XO-
Jie DBOJIIOIIMM BO3MOXKHOCTB IlepecTpanuBaTh HEHACHIIIEHHbIE KapOOHOBBIE KUCIIOTHI B HACHIIIEHHBIE, 0O-
Jiee TIO3JJHHE MCCIIe0BaHNs OATBEPKAAIOT CIIOCOOHOCTh MUKPOOPIaHU3MOB pyOlia K OMOrHIpOreHn3a-
uu (Aldai N et al., 2018).

B paborax mo W3y4eHHIO BIWSIHAS PAa3TUYHBIX (OPM KUPHBIX KUCIOT yCTaHOBIEHO, 4TO Cigo
(manemutrHOBas) U Cis.0 (CTeapUHOBAsT) KUCIOTHI HE BIHAIOT Ha EPEeBAPUMOCTh ITUTATEIBHBIX BELIECTB U
Ha pyOIOBYIO0 (pepMeHTaIMio, a MEepeBapUMOCTh CaMUX KHUCJIOT 3aBHCUT OT UX XMMHYECKOH (OpPMBI
(Elliott JP et al., 1994). B npyroii padote (Liu C et al., 2019) yka3bIiBaeTcs Ha TO, 9YTO OMOCUHTE3 KUPHBIX
KHCJIOT: CT€apUHOBOM, MUPUCTUHOBOM, apaxuIOHOBOM 3aBUCUT OT TUIIA KOPMA.

VYCTaHOBNIEHO BIMSHHE OTICIBHBIX XKUPHBIX KHCIOT Ha PyOIOBBI MeTaboIn3M, U MUKPOOHYIO
aKTUBHOCTh. OTMeUanach CTUMYJIALUSA pocTa M. ruminantium nipu ucnonb3oBanuu Cioo (KapuHOBas) U
Cs.o (KampuiioBasi), CHHKCHHE KOJMYECTBA MPOCTEHINX MpHU Mcnoiib3oBaHuu Cis (TMHOJEBAs), IPH He-
Oombimmx xkoHueHTpanusax Cioo (kanpuHosas) U Cizo (JJaypHHOBas) aKTUBUPYIOT POCT MUKPOOPIaHH3MOB
Butyrivibrio. Jlo6anenne Cieo (nmamsmutuaoBast) U Ciso (CTeapuHOBas) HEe U3MEHIO (pepMeHTaInH, U
otnenbHO Cigo (cTeapuHOBasi) moaapisia BeiaeneHue mMetaHa (Dohme F et al., 2001; Martin C et al.,
2016), BbIsBIICHA CBS3b B TOTPEOJIEHUH CyXOro BelecTBa U BbieseHnu metana (Lamp O et al., 2018) ¢
OTHOCHTENBHBIM  CHI)KEHHEM  POJAOB, OTHoOcAmmXcs K  Succinivibrio, Ruminococcaceae W
Ruminiclostridium, n 60JIbIINM OTHOCHUTENBHBIM COJiep)KaHHeM poaa Bacteroidetes B pyOlie IpH HCHOJb-
30BaHUU JTUNUIHON SMYJIbCHUH, COAEPIKaIEN B CBOEM COCTABE CTEAPUHOBYIO KUCIIOTY.

PesynpraTamu rpynmnel uccienosateneid (Belenguer A et al., 2010) ycTaHOBIEHO H3MEHEHHE OaK-
TEepUAIFHOTO coo0IIecTBa pyOIia Mo AeHCTBHEM TTOACOTHEYHOTO Maciia M prIObETo XKHUpa, KOTOPOe 3aBHU-
celto B OOJIbIIIEH CTENeHN OT MEKHUHANBUyaJbHOM BapnaOeIbHOCTH caMuX OakTepuii pyoua.

[Tpu u3yueHun nunonusa U OHOTHAPUPOBAHUS PYOIIOBOM MUKPOOHUOTHI OOJIBIIIOE BHUMAaHUE Y/e-
nstoT Butyrivibrio (Enjalbert F et al., 2017). [Toka3ano, uro HeOonmpmme kKoHIeHTpanuu Cis:i (0J€nHOBAS)
KHACJIOTHl HE OKAa3BIBAIOT BIUSHUS Ha Anaerovibrio lipolytica (strain 5 S), Peptostreptococcus elsdenii
(type 2), Bacteroides ruminicola 46/52 n Selenomonas ruminantium (strain 17). B Toii e paboTe oT™me-
U uHTHOUpYyomui 3pdext st Ciso (MupuctunoBas), Cieo (manbmutuHoBas) u Cis.o (CTeapuHOBas)
KHUCIIOT B JIFOOBIX KOHIICHTPAIIMSX.

OpnHako, XOTs M3BECTEH MeTabOJIM3M M POJIb HEKOTOPBIX MHKpPOOOB pyOIia, ocTaércsi TPpyIHBIM
yCTaHOBJIEHHE NPHYNHHO-CIICJICTBEHHBIX CBS3eH MEXIy KOJMYECTBEHHBIM M KAa4eCTBEHHBIM COCTaBaMH
MHUKpPOOHOTBI U TEYEHHEM OOMEHHBIX MPOIECCOB B pyOIle B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT UHTPUAMEHTHOI'O COCTaBa
pammonoB (Myer PR et al., 2015; Jami E et al., 2014).
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eab uccjienoBanms.
OLICHI/ITI) BIINSTHUC CTeapHHOBOﬁ KHCJIOTBI HA UBMEHCHHE KOJIMYECTBCHHOI'O COCTaBa 6aKTCpHﬁ
pyOI1a MOJIOTHSAKA KPYITHOIO POTaToOro CKOTA.

MaTtepuaJjibl 1 METOAbI HCCJIEA0BAHUS.

O0bekT ucciaenoBanusa. beIYKy KpacHOW CTEMHOW MOpoabl cpenHeit maccoi 240-245 xr, B BO3-
pacte 12 mecsiues.

OO0cmy>KuBaHME JKUBOTHBIX M JKCIICPUMEHTAIBHBIC UCCICIOBAHUS OBUIH BBITONHEHBEI B COOTBET-
CTBHH C HHCTPYKIMSIMU U pekoMeHnarusivu Russian Regulations, 1987 (Order No. 755 on 12.08.1977 the
USSR Ministry of Health) u «The Guide for Care and Use of Laboratory Animals (National Academy
Press Washington, D.C. 1996)». [Ipu BBIITOJIHEHUN UCCIIENOBAHUH OBLIM TPEAIPUHATE MEPHI, 4TOOBI CBe-
CTH K MUHUMYMY CTpPaJaHUs >KHBOTHBIX U YMEHBIIICHISI KOJIMYECTBA UCCIIEAYEMBIX OMBITHBIX 00Pa3IioB.

Cxema 3kcnepumentTa. OT60p nmpod pyOIIOBOTO COACPKUMOTO OCYIIECTBIISUIM HA MOJCIN ObIY-
KOB KPacHOH CTEMHOM mopojibl ¢ ductynoit pybua (n=3). MccnenoBaHus: MpOBOJUIA METOJOM JIATHHCKO-
ro kBagpara B nepuoa ¢ 2019 mo 2020 rr. B oTAENEe KOPMIJIEHUS CEIHCKOXO3SUCTBEHHBIX YKUBOTHBIX U
texHojoruu kopmoB uMm. C.I'. Jleymmuaa ®I'BHY «®enepanbHblii HaydHBIH HEHTP OMOIOTHYECKUX CH-
CTeM U arpoTexHoyioruii Poccuiickoii akagemun Hayk». OTaenbHbIe (PU3HOTOTHYECKHE OTBITHI BHITIOTHE-
HBI B yCJIOBUAX [TOKPOBCKOTO CelbCKOX03sHCTBEHHOTO Koemka-pmwmana @I'BOY BO «Openbyprekuii
TOCY/IapCTBEHHBIN arpapHbId YHUBEPCUTETY.

B skcnepumenTe ucnonb3oBaHa cTeaprHoOBast kuciaoTa, cootsercTBytomas 'OCT 6484-96.

Wzyyenne mukpoOumoma pyOlia NMpPOHM3BOIMIIM METOIOM @M Vitro C WCIOJB30BaHUEM MOJIENH
«HMCKYCCTBEHHBIN py0er, ¢ momoiisio nHKyoaropa «ANKOM Daisyll» (Mogudukammun D200 u D200I)
0 CHETHATH3NPOBAHHON METOIUKE.

C nenbio M3ydeHHs BIMSHUSA cTeaprHOBOM KHCIOTH (Cis0) HAa MUKpOOHOM pyOma y (GpuCTyIBHBIX
JKMBOTHBIX 4Yepe3 3 daca Iocie KOpMIIeHHs Opaiau mpoObl pyOIlOBOTO COAEPKUMOIO, KOTOpPBIE
(bunsTpoBasM yepe3 4 ciios Mapiu, ONUpasch Ha paHee npoBenéHHbIe onbIThl (AbuGhazaleh AA and
Jenkins TC, 2007). MccnenyeMyro cTeapHHOBYIO KUCIOTY T00aBISUTH B pyOIIOBYIO JKUIKOCTH B JIO3UPOBKE
1 M Ha 100 M1 pyOIIOBO# JKHIKOCTH M MHKYOHpOBaJM B UCKYCCTBEHHOM pyOue rpu mocrosiaHoi T +39 °C B
TedeHue 24 yacoB B Tepmoctare. [locne WHKyOMpOBaHMS MPOU3BOIMIN OTOOP PYOIIOBOHM >KUIKOCTH
mnpuioM-go3aropom Dkoxum OITA-2-20 B mukponpobupku tumna «Eppendorf» odbsémom 1,5 mm. s
aHanu3a otoupanu 1,5 M cyocTpara pyOIioBOH KHIKOCTH, IO OJHON TIPOOE IS KaKI0TO 00pasiia.

Memaeenommublil ananuz MuKpoopeanusmos pyoya. AHaau3 MEUKpoQIOpsl IPOBOIUIN C TIOMOIIBIO
MiSeq («Illumina», CIIIA) metonmom cexkBeHupoBanus HoBoro mokosieHus (NGS) ¢ HabopoMm peareHToB
MiSeq® Reagent Kit v3 (600 cycle) B LleHTpe KOJJIEKTUBHOTO TOJIL30BaHUS HAYYHBIM 0OOPYIOBaAaHHUEM
«Ilepcucrenmus MUKpoopranu3mMoB» (MHCTUTYT KIETOYHOTO W BHYTpHKJIETOUHOTO cuMOmno3a YpO PAH).
Hns  6uomHpopmarmueckoii 00paboTKM pe3ynsraToB wncmosb3oBaiack mporpamma PEAR  (Pair-End
AssembeR, PEAR v0.9.8) (Zhang J et al., 2014). ®unbrpanus, Aeperiukanus, yJaJleHUEe XUMEPHBIX
MOCJIE/IOBATEIbHOCTEH, KJIacTepu3alus, COpTHpoBKa (oTcedyka singletons), ymajneHHWe KOHTaMHUHAIIUU
BemonHAIHCch B mporpamme USEARCH. [lns ¢unsTpanun ucrons3oBasicss anroputM -fastq filter, ms
perumkanuu  —  anroputMm  -derep prefix, ams  KimactepuzalMd @ M YOAJCHUS — XHMEPHBIX
nocjenoBaTeNbHOCTe — ainroputM  -cluster otus. PesynbraTel ceKkBeHHpOBaHMS 00pabaThIBaM C
WCIIONIb30BAaHUEM ITaKeTa aHanu3a naHHbiX Microsoft Excel 10, mporpamMmmuoro obecrnieuenust Microsoft
Office.

OoopynoBanne u TexHmdeckue cpencrBa. Tepmocrar TC-1/80 CIIY (OO0 «Amenumc
WNuxunupunry, . Hwkauih Hoeropoa, Poccus), mmpui-nozatop Ixoxum OITA-2-20 (OO0 «3Dkpocxumy,
r. Cankt-IlerepOypr, Poccust), mukponpobupku «Eppendorf>

CraTtucTnyeckasi o0padorka. UncnenHsle JaHHbIe OB 00pabOTaHBI C MTOMOIIBIO MTPOTPAMMBI
SPSS «Statistics 20» («IBM», CHIA), paccuutsiBanu cpenaue (M), cpeTHEKBAJIPATUIHBIC OTKIOHCHUSI
(£0), ommbOku craHgapTHoro oTkiIoHeHus (+SE). Jlng cpaBHEHHS BapUaHTOB HCIOJIL30BAIH
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HEMapaMeTpUUECKU MeToj| aHann3a. Paznuuusi cuuTanu cTatucTudecku 3HauyuMbiMu mpu P<0,05.
PaccuuteiBamm  Takke wWHACKCH ~OwmopaszHooOpasus Illenmnonma (H'), Cummcona (D), wuHmekc
BelpaBHeHHOCTH [Iueny (E) (Enuna E.E., 2016).

Pe3yabTarsl ucciienoBanmii.

HccnenoBanne MukpobnoMa pyOIIOBOW JKHMAKOCTH y KOHTPOJBHOW TPYNIBI IOKa3ajlo, YTO
JOMUHHUpYOIUME (QrmymMamu SBIsuUCh Firmicutes (54,6 %), KOTOpBIA OBLT NPEACTaBICH KilaccaMu
Clostridia (28,6 %), Bacilli (15,1%), Negativicutes (10,5 %) u ¢uaym Bacteroidetes (39,2 %),
HanOoNBIIMN BXOAAIMIMKA B Hero kiacc Bacteroidia (38,0 %) (tabmn. 1). Manoe Konu4yecTBO OakTepHii
ormeueHo mns ¢umymoB Candidatus Saccharibacteria, Spirochaetes, Proteobacteria ne 6omee 2 % oT
00IIIero KOJIM4eCTBa BhIJEJICHHBIX TAKCOHOB.

Tabmuma 1. TakcoHOMUYeCKHii COCTAB MUKPOOHOMA PyOLIOBOI KMIAKOCTH in Vitro,
KOHTPOJbHas1 poda, %
Table 1. Taxonomic composition of microbiome of rumen fluid in vitro, control sample, %

Ounym/Phylum Kunacc/Class CewmeiictBo/Family Pon/Genus
Firmicutes Clostridia Ruminococcaceae Unclassified Ruminococcaceae
(54,6 %) (28,6 %) (7,6 %) (4,7 %)
Lachnospiraceae Unclassified Lachnospiraceae
(16,5 %) (9,2 %)
Butyrivibrio
(2,3 %)
Bacilli Streptococcaceae Streptococcus
(15,1 %) (13,7 %) (13,7 %)
Negativicutes Acidaminococcaceae Succiniclasticum
(10,5 %) (9,7 %) (9,7 %)
Bacteroidetes Bacteroidia Prevotellaceae Prevotella
(39,2 %) (38 %) (25 %) (22,4 %)
Unclassified "Bacteroidales" Pon HensBecTeH
(10,6%) (10,6 %)/
Unknown (10,6%)
Hpyrue* (6,2 %)/ | Hpyrue* (7,7 %)/ Hpyrue* (16,8 %)/ Hpyrue* (27,3 %)/
Others* (6.2%) Others™ (7.7%) Others* (16.8%) Others* (27.3%)

[Ipumedanue: * — B 3Ty rpymiry oObeIMHEHBI TAKCOHBI, YHCICHHOCTD KaXKI0TO U3 KOTOPBIX

He TpeBbIaet 2 % oT o0IIero yuciia
Note: * — this group includes taxa, the number of each does not exceed 2% of the total

[Ipeobnanmaroriee  KOMUYECTBO  BBIACICHHBIX ~ OakTepUidl  OTHOCHIOCH K CEMEHCTBY
Ruminococcaceae (7,6 %), mpencraBieHHoe poroM Ruminococcaceae (4,7 %). OctanbHble
OTIpeNeNIEHHBIC POJia, OTHOCSIINECS K CEMEHCTBY Ruminococcaceae, He TIPEBHIMIAIN YUCICHHOCTH Oomee
2 % nmna xaxmporo otaenbHoro TakcoHa: Clostridium 1V (0,3 %), Ruminococcus (1,2 %),
Saccharofermentans (1,2 %). B cemelictBe Lachnospiraceae (16,5 %) Obutn Haubonee BBIPAKCHBI
Lachnospiraceae (9,2 %), Butyrivibrio (2,3 %). Pon Streptococcus (13,7 %) oTHOcmics K Kiaccy
Streptococcaceae (13,7 %).

O dexT or ncronpzoBanus creapuHOBON KHCIOTHI (Cig.0) MO3BOIMI YCTAHOBUTH CIIEIYOIHE H3-
MEHEHHUsI pyO1oBoH MHKpoOHOTHL. OOIee MOHMKEHHUE KOJIMYECTBA MHUKPOOPraHW3MOB i (uimyma
Firmicutes na 29,5 % B cpaBHeHnu ¢ KoHTpolsieM. [loBbiieHne A7 cemenicTBa Ruminococcaceae Ha 6,2 %, oT-
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JIETPHO 10 pOJaM TaKXe OTMEUSHO HE3HAYUTENIbHOE TOBBINICHUE JOJW I poNOB unclassi-

fied Ruminococcaceae (7,6 %) u Ruminococcus (2,9 %) (tadm. 2).
CemeiictBo Lachnospiraceae cocraBisiio 4,1 %, 4ro MeHbIe, 4eM B KoHTposie Ha 12,4 %, pox
Lachnospiraceae v Butyrivibrio 3Ha4UTETHHO COKPATHIICS MO OTHOIICHUIO K KOHTpOIIO Ha 7,5 % u 1,6 %

COOTBETCTBEHHO (TaouI. 2).

Tabnuua 2. TakcoHOMMYeCKH COCTAB MUKPOOUOMA PYOLIOBOM KMIAKOCTH in Vitro
€ HCII0JIL30BaHUEM cTeapuHOBOH KucJa0THI (Cis:0), Yo
Table 2. Taxonomic composition of microbiome of rumen fluid ir vitro using stearic acid (Cis.0), %

Duaym / Phylum Knacc / Class CewmeiictBo / Family Pon / Genus
Firmicutes Clostridia Ruminococcaceae unclassi-
(25,1 %) (20,1 %) (13,8 %) fied Ruminococcaceae
(7,6%)
Pox Ruminococcus
(2,9%)
Lachnospiraceae unclassified Lachnospiracea
(4,1 %) e (1,7 %)
Butyrivibrio
(0,7 %)
Negativicutes Acidaminococcaceae Succiniclasticum
(3,6 %) (2,9 %) (2,9 %)
Bacteroidetes Bacteroidia Prevotellaceae Prevotella
(54,6 %) (49,2 %) (30,9 %) (26,5 %)
Paraprevotella
(3,1 %)
unclassified Pon HemsBecTeH
Bacteroidales (12,6 %)/ Unknown
(12,6 %) (12,6 %)
Porphyromonadaceae unclassified
(4,7 %) Porphyromonadaceae
(4,6 %)
Candidatus Saccharibacteria_genera CeMeliCTBO HEM3BECTHO Pon HensBecTeH
Saccharibacteria incertac_sedis (9,3 %)/ Unknown (9.3%) 9,3 %)/
(9,3 %) (9,3 %) Unknown (9.3%)
Verrucomicrobia Subdivision 5 CeMeNCTBO HEM3BECTHO Pox HensBecteH
(3,0 %) (3,0 %) (3,0 %)/ Unknown (3.0%) | (3,0 %)/ Unknown (3.0%)

Hpyrue* (5,5 %)/
Others* (5,5%)

Hpyrue* (8,5 %)/
Others* (8,5%)

Hpyrue* (12,0 %)/
Others* (12,0%)

Hpyrue* (15,9 %)/
Others* (15.9%)

[Mpumeuanue: * — B 3Ty rpyniy 0ObEIUHEHBI TAKCOHBI, YHUCICHHOCTh KAXKIOTO U3 KOTOPBIX
He TpeBblaet 2 % oT o0IIero 4yucia
Note: * — this group includes taxa, the number of each does not exceed 2% of the total

Ounym Bacteroidetes Obl1 BoINIE, YeM B KOHTpoJie Ha 15,4 %, mpeobianaHue mo KiaccaM OTMe-
yeHo s Bacteroidia, KoTopoe OBIIO TIpeAcTaBiIeHO ceMmeiictBamu Prevotellaceae (30,9 %), unclassified
Bacteroidales (12,6 %), Porphyromonadaceae (4,7 %) u 65110 BbIIIE, 4eM B KoHTposie Ha 11,2 %.

Otmeuanoch 3HaunTENbHOE yBenuueHue aust punyma Candidatus Saccharibacteria (9,3 %), Bxo-
IUIIIETO B HEro Kiacca Saccharibacteria genera incertae sedis (8,1 %) u ¢pumyma Verrucomicrobia (3,0 %)

knacc Subdivision 5 (3,0 %) (Tadm. 2).
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Takke B HCCIIEIOBAHUHM IO BIMSHHUIO CTEAPHHOBOM KHCIIOTBI Ha MHKPOOPTaHM3MBI PyOII0BOM
JKUIKOCTH YCTAHOBIICHO HAIMYHE TOMEHA apXei, KOTOPBIH COCTABIISUI Ui KOHTPOJILHOTO 00pasia pyoIo-
BO xxuakocTH, apxeu — 0,003 %, st creapuHoBoil kKucnotsl — 0,16 %.

BunoBas cTpykTypa coo0IecTBa XapakTepu3yeTcss HE TONBKO MOKa3aTeasIMH BHIOBOTO OOrart-
CTBa, HO ¥ BHIOBOTO Pa3HOOOPAa3us, YIMTHIBAIOIIETO MMPEACTABICHHOCTh KAKIOT0 BUaA. /s 08yx 60ib-
wiux evidenennvix uryma Firmicutes u Bacteroidetes Ha cliefylomeM dTare s aHAIN3a JaHHBIX OBLTH
MPUMEHEHBI HHICKCHI: BUAOBOTO pazHooOpasus lllenHona, momuaupoBanus CUMIICOHA U BBIYUCIICH I10-
Kasarenb BepaBHeHHOCTH [Iueny. Pe3ynbTaTel aHaim3a npeacTaBieHsl B Tabmuie 3.

Ta6ymna 3. Pazauyus no unaexcam lllennona (H'), Cumncona (D), [Tueny (E) BugoBoro
pa3Hoo0pa3us cooduecTB MUKPoopranudmMoB ¢puiayma Firmicutes u Bacteroidetes
Table 3. Differences in Shannon (H'), Simpson (D), Pielou (E) indices of species diversity
of microbiocenosis of the Firmicutes and Bacteroidetes phylum

n; (4ucao | pi(ao0as oco- HNnpexc
ocofeiii | Oeii i BHA) Nupexc HNupexe | BbIpaBHe-
Mpo6a/ BUIA) n; (n/N)/ p; | Lllennona | Cummco- HHOCTH
Sample Bun/Species (number (percent of (H")/ Ha (D)/ | Huenay (E)
of animals | animals of | Shannon Simpson ! Pielou’s
ofi species) index (H') | index (D) evenness
species) (p=n/N) index (E)
Kontponsnast/ Firmicutes 18043 0,54 0,33 0,29 0,025
Control Bacteroidetes 12963 0,39 0,37 0,15 0,028
OneiTHAs/ Firmicutes 11197 0,25 0,35 0,06 0,027
Experimental Bacteroidetes 24341 0,55 0,33 0,3 0,025

[Tpumeuanue: yrciao N B KOHTpoOJbHOM rpymme coctaBuino 33010 ocobeid, a A7t OBITHON TPYTIITBL —
N=44620 ocobeii. B KOHTpOILHON W ONMBITHON IIPOOaxX YUCIO BUAOB S=13

Note: N number in the control group was 33010 animals, and for the experimental group —
N=44620 animals. In the control and experimental samples, the number of species was S=13

YcraHoBneHo, i Guiyma Firmicutes BBeJICHUE CTEApUHOBOW KHCIIOTHI CIIOCOOCTBYET yBeIU4e-
HHIO BHJIOBOTO pa3HOOOpa3usi, olieHnBaeMoro no uuaekcy llleHHoHa, IpU 3TOM 3aKOHOMEPHO CHUXKAETCS
noMuHUpoBanue (MHAeke CHUMIICOHA) U BO3pacTacT BRIPAaBHEHHOCTH (MHAEKC [Ineny) oTHOCHTENEHO KOH-
TPOJILHOH ITPOOHL.

OTMe4eHO CHW)KEHHE BUJO0BOTO pa3zHooOpazus ¢unyma Bacteroidetes mo mHuekcy IlleHHoHa B
OTIBITHOM Mpo0e oTHOCUTENLHO KoHTpos (H'=0,37).

OO0cy:k1eHne MOTYyYeHHBIX Pe3yJIbTaToB.

Uepe3 wusydyeHue MHUKpOOHOMa pyOlia KpPYIHOrO pOTaroro CKOTa Mbl MOXEM MPHHTH K
MPaBWIIBHOMY PEIICHUIO TTPOOJIeM B 00JIACTH Pa3BHTHA M ITUTAHMS KBaYyHBIX )KUBOTHBIX (Huws SA et al.,
2018; Makaeva A et al., 2020; Atlanderova K et al., 2020; Rayzanov V et al., 2020).

B Hamem nccneioBaHuM H3ydeHHe BIUSHHS CTEapUHOBOM KHUCIIOTHI HAa OaKTepuH pyOna y MoOJIoA-
HSIKa KPYIHOrO POraToro CKOTa YCTaHOBUIJIO YMEHBIICHHE I'PaMIIOJIOKUTEIbHBIX OaKTepuil Ha YpOBHE
kiacca Clostridia, oTnenpHOe CHIKEHHE Ui ceMeiicTBa Lachnospiraceae, 9To COTIAcyeTcsl ¢ JaHHBIMH
noxy4eHHbIMHU paHee (Zened A et al., 2013).

B pabore Maia MRG et al., 2010 He ycTaHOBJICHO BIHSHHE KUPHBIX KHCIOT Ha YBEIHYEHHE KO-
JTUYeCTBa IPpaMOTpUIIATEIbHBIX OakTepuil Ha ypoBHe unmyma Bacteroidetes, knacca Bacteroidia, cemeii-
ctBa Prevotellaceae, pon Prevotella, Tak u pon 6akrepuit Prevotella.
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[Ipumenenmne cTeapuHOBOI KHCIOTHI MPHBENO B LENOM K yMeHbIIeHUio B 1,6 % mia duryma
Firmicutes, HecCMOTpPsI Ha 3TO MPEACTABHUTENN CeMeNWCTBa Ruminococcaceae yBEIUUNIN CBOIO JIOJIO, 9TO
MOKHO OOBSICHUTH PA3IHYHON UYBCTBUTEIHHOCTHIO OAKTEpU K JKMpaM ¢ OOJBIIMM WM HU3KUM COZIEp-
JKaHMEM HACHIIEHHBIX U HEHACBIIICHHBIX KUPHBIX KUCIoT (Yang SL et al., 2009).

CHmKeHue YMCICHHOCTH Ha YpOBHE poja Oaktepuit Butyrivibrio B pyOIIOBO# JKUIKOCTH C HC-
MIOJTB30BAHNEM CTEAPHHOBOW KHCIOTHI KOCBEHHO MOXKET MOATBEPXKIATh TOT (DAKT, UTO HEKOTOPHIC BHUJIBI
JAHHOTO pOJia CIIOCOOHBI K OMOTHAPOTEHU3AIMU JIMHOJEBOH KHCJIOTHI 10 00pa3oBaHWS CTEapHHOBOM
(Fernie CE, 2003). B Hatiem ombITe Mbl Cpa3y BHOCWIH CTEAPUHOBYIO KUCIIOTY .

OO1iee CHMKEHUE YHCICHHOCTH MHUKPOOPTaHW3MOB IIPHU MCIIOJIb30BAHUHM CTEAPHMHOBOM KHCIIOTHI
Ha ypoBHe ¢uinyMa Firmicutes, GakTepHid, ClIOCOOHBIX PACHICIUIATH IEJITI0I03Yy 10 00pa30BaHHUS METaHa,
MOYET CHU3UTh BBIOPOCHI TAPHUKOBBIX Ta30B B atMochepy (Wrighta AG and Klieve AV, 2011).

Taxoke B Hameil paboTe ObUTO YCTaHOBJICHO YMEHbBIIICHHUE YHCIEHHOCTH MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB B PyO-
ITOBOM JKUIKOCTH C JOOABJICHHUEM CTEapHHOBOW KHCIIOTHI Il ceMeiicTBa Lachnospiraceae Ha 4 %, xuc-
JOT-TIPOLYIMPYIONNX OaKTepHii, 9TO MOXKET CKa3aThCs Ha Mojiepkanue Oamanca pH pyOua B Hopme U
yOepeus OT anumo3a.

[ToBslmenue xomuuecTBa OakTepuit ans gunyma Verrucomicrobia (3,0 %) B ONBITHBIX rpynnax (B
KOHTpOJIE UX [10J1sl He mpeBblmana 1 %) MOXeT TakiKe KOCBEHHO TOBOPHUTh O CHUKCHHH BBIICICHUS Tap-
HUKOBOTO Ta3a. Tak, JaHHBIH BUA CIIOCOOCH OKUCIIATh METaH, TEM CaMbIM ciocoOcTBYs pocty Candidatus
Saccharibacteria (9,3 %), KOTOpbIE CITIOCOOHBI CaMH Pa3pyIIaTh Pa3IMYHBIC OPraHUYSCKUE COCIMHEHUS
(Kindaichi T et al., 2016).
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