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Pe3rome. B nanHoil paboTe BBISIBICHO H3MEHEHHUE TAKCOHOMHYECKOI'O COCTaBa MUKPOOHMOMA KEITyJOYHO-
KUIIEYHOI'O TPaKTa KPYMHOI'O pOraToro CKOTa IpHU BKIIOYCHUH B MUTAHUE XUBOTHBIX HKCTPAKTOB (BBITS-
JKEK) PACTHTEIBHOTO IMpoucXoxaeHus. COrlacHO CXeMe MCCIIETOBAHIS, )KUBOTHBIE KOHTPOJIBHON TPYTIITHI
nony4yanu ocHoBHOW panuon (OP), I omeitHO# — OP+akcrpakTel muctbeB O0epésnr (DJIB) 50 %+TpaBhr
3BepoOost (DT3) 50%, II onbiTHON — OP-+3KCcTpakThl KOpHI Ay6a 50 %+TpaBsl 3Bepobos 50 %. DKcTpaKThl
BBOJIWJIM B MHIMBHTyJIbHBIC TIOMJIKK U3 pacuéTa 1,66 MiI/KT Macchl Tena. BBejeHue )KMBOTHBIM | rpymims
OJIb 50 %+3T3 50 % mo3BONIIO MOBBICHTH YMCIIO OakTepuid kmacca Bacteroidia Ha 1,99 % n ymeHb-
Tk uncino 6akrepuit Ha 0,74 % u3 knacca Clostridia u xnacca Negativicutes ua 1,39 % 1o cpaBHEHHIO C
KOHTpOJBHON. BunoBoe pasHoobpasue ¢ HaubombIuel goneit 6but0 mpencrasieHo Prevotella — 11,96 %
oT obmiero uucia, HeompeneiaéHuele Bacteroidales — 25,08 % oT oOmiero 4mcna, HeomnpeacTEHHbIC
Lachnospiraceae — 4,73 % ot obmero uncna, Heonpenenéuuele Ruminococcaceae — 10,56 % ot obriero
uncna, Succiniclastricum — 6,92 % ot obuiero uncna. [Ipu BBeeHNHN 3KCTpakToB Kopa ay6a 50 %+rpaBbl
3BepoOoii 50 % OblYKaM HAOJIONANOCh YMEHBIIICHHE YHCiIa OakTepuil cemelictBa Lachnospiraceae (Ha
2,16 m 2,71 %) u Ruminococcaceae (Ha 2,52 u 3,1 %) oTHOCHTENHFHO KOHTPOIBHOH 1 | rpym.

KuaroueBble ci1oBa: OBIYKHM, KpacHas CTEMHAs MTOPOJAa, KOpMIICHHE, pyOell, BBITSDKKA, TAKCOHOMIUECKUI
COCTaB.
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Abstract. In this work, a change in the taxonomic composition of the microbiome of the gastrointestinal
tract of cattle was revealed when plant extracts (extracts) were included in the animal diet. According to
the study scheme, the animals of the control group received basic diet (BD), I experimental — BD + ex-
tracts of birch leaves (EBL) 50% + St. John's wort grass (JWG) 50%, 1l experimental — BD + extracts of
oak bark 50% + St. John's wort grass 50%. The extracts were administered to individual drinkers at the
rate of 1.66 ml/kg of body weight. The introduction of EBL 50% + JWG 50 % to animals of group I al-
lowed to increase the number of bacteria of the Bacteroidia class by 1.99% and to reduce the number of
bacteria by 0.74% from the Clostridia class and the Negativicutes class by 1.39% compared to the control
group. The largest share of species diversity was represented by Prevotella — 11.96% of the total number,
indeterminate Bacteroid-25.08% of the total number, indeterminate Lachnospiraceae — 4.73% of the total
number, indeterminate Ruminococcaceae — 10.56% of the total number, Succiniclastricum — 6.92 % of the
total number. When introducing extracts of oak bark 50% + St. John's wort herb 50 % to bulls, a decrease
in the number of bacteria of the Lachnospiraceae family (by 2.16 and 2.71%) and Ruminococcaceae (by
2.52 and 3.1%) was observed relative to the control and I group.

Keywords: bulls, Red Steppe Breed, feeding, rumen, extract, taxonomic composition.

BBenenue.
N3meHunBOCTh 3 (HEKTUBHOCTH UCTIOIL30BaHUS KOPMa Y JKBAYHBIX KMBOTHBIX YaCTHYHO KOHTPO-
JUPYETCS MUKPOOHOTOH JKEITyAOYHO-KHIIEYHOTO TpakTa. MOy IHMpOBaHUE COCTaBa MUKPOOUOTHI MOXKET
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CIOCOOCTBOBATh 0oJiee YCTOWYNMBOMY U 3(PPEKTUBHOMY >KHBOTHOBOJICTBY. M3BECTHO, YTO CyIIECTBYIOT
pasNuUusi MEKAY COCTaBaMH MHUKPOOMOTHI BHICOKO- M HU3KOA((GEKTHUBHBIX KUBOTHBIX KaK Ha TaKCOHO-
MUYECKOM, TaK M Ha TCHETUICCKOM YPOBHSAX. DTH pas3iauuus emé 0ojiee OYSBUIHBI C TOUKH 3PCHUS YPOB-
Heit morpednenus (Delgado B et al., 2019; Lei Z et al., 2019).

3anper Ha UCHOJIB30BAHNE AHTUOMOTHUECKUX CPEICTB U3 MUTAHUS KUBOTHBIX CIIOCOOCTBOBAN aK-
THUBHOMY ITOWCKY BEUIECTB C aHAJOTMYHBIMU CBOWCTBaMHU. OJTHUM M3 ITyTeH penIeHus JaHHOH MpoOIeMBbl
CTaJI0 U3YUYCHHE CBOWCTB XMMUYCCKHX COCTUHCHUN PACTUTEIHLHOTO IPOMCXOXICHUS, paHee MpUMEHsIe-
MBIX TIpH JiedeHnn O0ome3nelt )kuBoTHBIX (Schauder C and Bassler BL, 2001; Mutlur KR et al., 2017; AT-
nanaepoa K.H. u ap., 2019).

PacTutenpHbIE 9KCTPAKTHI, H3APEBIIE IPUMEHSUIHCH B PAIIHOHAX C IENbI0 YKPEIUICHUS HMMYHHUTE-
Ta ¥ CHIDKCHHS OKUCIIUTEIILHOW, BOCTIAMTEIBHON, MUKPOOHOH, mapa3utapHoi akTuBHOCTH (Newman DJ,
2008). boBIIMHCTBO pacTEHUI UMEIOT MOJIE3HBIE CBOMCTBA, U CO3/laBaeMbIe Ha KX OCHOBE OMOJIOTHYECKU
aKTHUBHBIE JOOABKH CIOCOOHBI OJArompHUATHO TMOBJIHMATH Ha OpPraHW3M >KWBOTHOro. Cpenn OHMOTEHHBIX
HU3KOMOJICKYJIIPHBIX MOJIEKYJl PACTEHUH BBINEISIOT PAa3TUIHBIC BTOPHYHBIE METAOOIUTHI, TAKHE KaK aj-
KaJOWIBI, TIINKO3UABI, (heHoisl u Teprenon sl (Hashemi SR and Davoodi H, 2011; Cheng G et al., 2014).

B nmocnennee BpeMsi BO MHOTUX cTpaHax EBpomnbl oHU OOMIMPHO MPUMEHSIOTCS B PallMOHAX Kak
KaTajau3aTopbl POCTa W CIIOCOOHBI 3alIUTUTh OpraHm3M KUBOTHBIX (Manzanilla EG et al.,, 2004;
Namkung H et al., 2004; Zanchi R et al., 2008). Takum o0pa3om, x0T HUTOOHOTHKH SBJIAIOTCS HATY-
PATBHBIMH J00aBKaMH, HEOOXOIMMO H3YYHUTh MOJHOTY MX (PYHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS, COANIAHCHPOBAHHOCTH C
PaIIOHOM M OCOOEHHO 0E30MAaCHOCTH Tepel MUPOKUM MPUMEHEHHEM UX B MIPOMBIIUICHHBIX MacIITadax.
Jlo KOHIIa HE W3YYCHO BIMSHUEC KOMIUICKCHBIX PACTHTENBHBIX AKCTPAKTOB, BKIIIOYAIOMIUX CMECH JIeKap-
CTBCHHBIX PACTEHHI B Pa3HOM COOTHOIICHUM Ha KOJWYCCTBEHHBIH M KAUECTBEHHBIH COCTaB OAaKTEPHiA

pyOra.

eab ucciexoBanmsi.
W3yueHne BIUSHNSA SKCTPAKTOB HA METar€HOMHBIH CTaTyc pyOIia y OBIYKOB MOJIOYHOM HOPOJIBL.

MatepuaJjibl 4 MeTOABI HCCJIE0BAHMS.

O0bekT HcciaenoBaHusi. PyOmoBoe comepkuMoe, ObIYKM KpPAaCHOW CTEIHOW IOPOJIbI CpeIHen
maccoii 300 kr, B Bo3pacte 12 mecsiies.

O06ciy>xuBaHNE KUBOTHBIX M OKCIEPHUMEHTAIbHBIE MCCIEOBAaHU OBUIM BBITIOJIHEHBI B COOTBET-
CTBUU C MHCTPYKIHUSAMU M PEKOMEHJAIUSIMU POCCUUCKMX HOpPMATHBHBIX akToB (1987 r.; Ilpukaz MuHn-
3apaBa CCCP No 755 ot 12.08.1977 «O Mepax mo mambHEWUIIEMy COBEPIICHCTBOBAHHUIO OPTaHU3AI[MOH-
HBIX (popM pabOTHI C MCIIOIB30BAHUEM IKCIIEPUMEHTANBHBIX JKUBOTHBIX») U «Guide for the Care and Use
of Laboratory Animals» (National Academy Press, Washington, D.C., 1996). I[Ipu npoBeneHun ucciemo-
BaHUM OBUIM HPEINPUHATH MEpHI ISl oOecreueHus] MUHUMyMa CTpaJaHUi *XKMBOTHBIX U YMCHBIICHHS
KOJINYECTBA HCCIEyEMbIX OIBITHBIX 00pa3IIoB.

Cxema 3kxcnepuMeHTa. MecTo mpoBeaeHus uccienoBanus — (usnonorndeckuii asop Ilokpos-
CKOTO CeNbCKOX03sHcTBeHHOTro Koyntemka-puman ®I'BOY BO «OpenOyprckuii rocyaapcTBEeHHBIH ar-
papsbiii yausepcuteT» U LIKIT BCT PAH (https://ckp-rf.ru/ckp/77384).

OT160p pyOIOBO# )KUAKOCTH MOJOAHSAKA KPYITHOTO POraToro CKoTa (n=3) MPOBOIMIICS Yepe3 Xpo-
HHYECKYI0 QHUCTYITy pyOua.

OcHnoBHoi#i panmon (OP) Bkirouan B cebs ceHO CyIaHKOBOE BTOPOTO YKOCA, CEHO JIIOIIEPHOBOE,
CMECh KOHIIEHTPATOB (SYMEHb, OBEC, MINCHHIA). JKUBOTHBIE KOHTPOJBHOW rpynmel monydaiu OP,
I oneiTHO#M — OP+9kcTpakTer muctheB Oepessr (DJIB) 50 % (Poccusi, OO0 Dupma «310pOBBE» )+TpaBhI
3Bepobosa (DT3) 50 % (Poccus, AO «KpacHoropckiekcpeactsay), 11 onbitHOi — OP+3KCTpakThl KOPHI
ny6a 50 % (Poccus, AO «KpacHoropckiekcpenctsa»)+Tpasel 3Bepobost 50 % (Poccus, AO «KpacHo-
TOPCKIJIEKCPEACTBA»). sl IPUTOTOBICHUS SKCTPAKTA MOMEIIAIN COOTBETCTBYIOIIMHA KOMIIOHEHT JIeKap-
CTBEHHOTO pacTeHus (U3 pacyéra: KOMIIOHEHT JieKapcTBeHHOro pacteHus — 20 r, Boja — 500 mur) B éM-
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KOCTh Ha 1uTy. Kunstunu B Teuenue 10 MUHYT, TTOCIIE 3TOTO HACTAMBAIH €TO €IIE MOIaca U MPOICKU-
BaJIM. DKCTPAKTHl BBOAWIN B HHANBHAYaIbHbBIE OWIKK U3 pacdyéra 1,66 MII/KT Macchl Tena.

OTt60p mpob TSt UCCIeAOBAaHMS MUKPOOHOMa pyOIla MPOBOJUIN MITPUIIOM J103aTOPOM «IKOXHM
OITA-02-20» (OO0 «32xpocxumy», Poccust) ¢ mocieayoumm pa3MeleHueM npod B CTepUibHbIE MUKPO-
npobupku tuna «Eppendorty o6sémom 1,5 ma (Nuova Aptaca S.R.L., Utamus).

Memacenomnulii ananuz coodepoicumozo pyoya. MukpoOHOe OmopazHOOOpasue COIEPIKUMOTO
pyOna ananusupoBanu ¢ nmomorbio MiSeq («Illuminay, CIIIA) MeToI0M CEeKBEHUPOBAHHS HOBOTO ITOKO-
nenus (NGS) c Habopom pearentoB MiSeq® Reagent Kit v3 (600 cycle) B LleHTpe KOUIEKTHBHOTO MOJb-
30BaHUs Hay4IHBIM o0opyaoBanueM «llepcucteHuns MUKpoopranu3MoBy (MHCTHTYT KIETOUHOTO U BHYT-
puknerouHoro cumobuosa YpO PAH). Ilpu Beinenennu JITHK oToGpaHHbBIe TPOOBI CONEPIKUMOTO HHKYOH-
poBamu mipu +37 °C B teuenne 30 muH B 300 MK crepriisHOrOo Oydepa mist nusuca (20 MM — EDTA,
1400 MM — NaCl, 100 MM — Tris-HCL, pH — 7,5; 50 Mmkn — pacTBopa JM30IMMa B KOHILEHTPAIUH
100 mr/mm). K emecu mo6asmsuin 10 M npotenHassl K («Thermo Fisher Scientific, Inc.», CIIIA) B koH-
nentparun 10 Mr/mn u monenmicynsdar Hatpusa (sodium dodecyl sulfate, SDS) no xoHeuHOW KOHIIEH-
tpamn 1,0 % u nakyoupoBanyu B tederne 30 mun npu +60 °C. IHK ounmanu cmeckio ¢eHona n Xjo-
odopma (1:1), ocaxkmanu nobasnenuem arerata HaTpus (3 M, 1o 10 % no 06vémy) u Tpéx 00BEMOB ab-
comoTHoro 3taHona npu +20 °C B Tedenue 4 4. Ilocne 3KCTpakmum cMechbio (QeHOI-XI0podopM-
M30aMIIIOBEIHA crpT (25:24:1) u xnopodopm-n3oammnosri criupt (24:1) JIHK B BogHO# haze ocaxxmganu
1 M amneratom ammonust (10 10 % mo 00bEMyY) M 3-KpaTHBIM 00BEMOM OE3BOJHOTO 3TAHOJA B TCUCHHE
12 yacoB nipu +20 °C. Ocanok JJHK ornensmu nentpudyruposanuem (12000 06./MuH), 1BaXIBI TPOMBI-
Bain 80 % atanonoM, cymmn u pactBopsuin B TE-Oydepe (1 M — Trs-HCL, pH 8,0 — 1 M, 0,5 M —
EDTA, pH 8,0 — 200 mxi6, H O — 1o 100 mi; «EBporen», Poccust). UncToTy SKCTpaKIIuU OIEHUBAIIN I10
OTpHUIIATEIBHOMY KOHTpOJIt0 BbiaeneHus (100 Mk cTepuiibHOM 1eMOHU3MPOBAHHOM BOJbI). YHUCTOTY MO-
ny4denHbix npenapatoB JIHK mposepsiiu snextpodopesom B 1,5 % arapo3nom reme ¢ Qgoromerpueit
(NanoDrop 8000, «Thermo Fisher Scientific, Inc.», CIIA). s sToro rotoBuiu 1,5 % arapo3Hsiii reib
MyTEM pacTBOPEHUS HaBeCKH arapossl B Oydepe, comepxkamem 0,04 M Tris, 0,01 M — EDTA-Na, 0,05 M
arerara Hatpus ripu pH 7.7, KOTOpBIHA cTepuim3oBany, 3aTeM oxyaxaanu 1o +50 °C u 3anuBaiy 1miacTu-
HeI Tens pasmepoMm 70x100x3 mwm. [penapat JIHK B 00bEMe 2 MK cMeUTUBaNM ¢ KPacuTeIeM B COOTHO-
menuu 5:1, cogepxamem 0,25 % Opomdenonorrii cuauii u 50 % caxaposbl B 3IEKTPO(HOPETHISCKOM
Oydepe. BHocunm mpemnapatsl B JIyHKH Tels 1MOJ d1ekTodopeTndeckuii Oydep n MpoBOIIHN dIeKTPodo-
pe3 npu Hanpspxenun 80 B u cuie Toka 50 MA B TedeHue nByX 4acoB. J{JIs OKpalnBaHHA I'ellb IOTpyXkKa-
mu B pactBop Opomuctoro stuaus. Konmentpamuio JIHK u3mepsnu (iayopuMeTpUYECKUM METOI0M
(Qubit 4 Fluorometer «Life Technologies», CIIIA).

JHK-6n6mmoTexn Ui CeKBUHUPOBAaHUS ObUTH co3aaHbl 1o mpoTokoiy «lllumina, Inc.» (CHIA) ¢
npaiimepamu S-D-Bact-0341-b-S-17 u S-D-Bact-0785-a-A-21 k BapuabenbHOMY ydacTky V3-V4 rena
16S pPHK. NGS-cekBuHMpoBaHue BbITONHAIN Ha muatdopme MiSeq Reagent Kit V3 PE600 («Illumina,
Inc.», CIITA). Knaccudukamuio MoJly4eHHBIX ONepanroHHbIX TakcoHomudecknx enuuun; (OTE) mporo-
OO C HCIIONB30BAaHWEM HHTEpakTHBHOro MHCTpymeHTa VAMPS wu  6a3el  nmamHeix  RDP
(http://rdp.cme.edu). Hekoropeie OTE  BeipaBHEBamu ¢  momombio  anroputMa  BLAST
(https://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Blast.cgi), ucnonab3ys 0a3bl JaHHBIX HYKJICOTUIHBIX MOCIEI0BATEILHOCTEH
nr/nt (National Center for Biotechnological Information, NCBI, http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov) u BbIpaB-
HEHHBIX TIOCIeI0BaTeNbHOCTEH TeHOB «prudocoManbHOi» PHK SILVA (https://www.arb-silva.de).

Jis OnonH(pOpMaTHUECKOM 00pabOTKU pe3ybTaToB Hcmoib3oBanu nporpammy PEAR (Pair-End
AssembeR PEAR v.0.9.8) (Zang J et al., 2014).

PesynbTaThl cekBeHUpOBaHWs O0padaTBIBAIM C HKCIIOJIB30BAaHUEM IakeTa JaHHBIX Microsoft
Excel 2013, nporpammHuoro obecniedenust Microsoft Office (CLLIA).

O0OopynoBaHue M TeXHHYeCKHe cpeacTBa. JlabopaTopHble uccienoBaHus npooawn B LleHTpe
kosuektuBHOTO Tonb3oBanusg OHI[ BCT PAH (attectar akkpeautaruu Ne RA.RU.21TID59 ot 02.12.15).

UccrnenoBanus mukpodrnoma pyOma MpoU3BOAMWIN C WCHOIB30BAHUEM MOICIH «UCKYCCTBEHHOTO
pyOua» ¢ mcrosip3oBaHHEM ycTaHOBKM — HHKybOaTopa «ANKOM Daisy II» (Moandpuxanmu D200 u
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D200I). Tepmocratr TC-1/80 CITY (OOO «Amemnuc Wnxunupunry, r. Hwkauii Hoeropoxa, Poccus),
mmpui-go3atop Ixoxum OITA-2-20 (OO0 «Oxpocxumy», r. Cankr-IlerepOypr, Poccns), MuxpornpoOupkn

«Eppendorf».
Cratucrnyeckas o6padoTka. UucieHHbIe TaHHBIE ObUTH 00paboTaHbl C TOMOIIBIO TPOTPAMMEI

SPSS «Statistics 20» («IBM», CIIIA), paccuutbiBanu cpennue (M), cpeqHEKBaIpaTUYHbIE OTKIOHCHHS
(+0), ommOKku cranmaptHoro otkioHeHHus (+SE). s cpaBHEHHS BapHaHTOB MCIIONB30BAIH HEIapaMeT-
puueckuil MeTo]] aHanmu3a. Pasnnuns cunranu cratucTudeckn 3HauMMbIMU 1ipu P<0,05.

Pe3y.]1])TaTl)l HCCJIeA0OBaHUI.

[pu BBeseHHH ¢ OCHOBHBIM PAlIMOHOM PA3JIMYHBIX BUIOB PACTHTEIILHBIX SKCTPAKTOB OKa3bIBACT-
s BIMSTHUE HA N3MEHEHHE MHKPOOHOTO cocTaBa pyoOra (puc. 1).

N
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Puc. 1 — MerareHoMHbIii aHa/ U3 pPyOLOBOI KUAKOCTH 1O puiaymy, %
Figure 1 — Metagenomic analysis of ruminal fluid of bulls according to phylum, %

Haubonee BBIpaXeHHBIM B KOJMYECTBEHHOM OTHOIIEHWH OT OOIIEro 4yucia Kiaccu(UITUpOBaH-
HBIX OakTepuil ABysuICsa TakcoH Bacteria 99,82-99,90 %. B aHaIM3UpyeMbIX KOHTPOJBHBIX MPoOax 0o0Jb-
e npucyTcTBoBano ¢unyma Bacteroidetes — 58,43 % u Firmicutes — 38,18 % oT oO1uiero xojamuecTBa
Oaktepuii. CUCTEeMaTHYECKUH MPOQUIb TAKCOHOB KOHTPOJIBHOW TPYIIIBI OB NPEJCTABICH B OCHOBHOM
10 BBIIBICHHBIME KJIACCAMHM, TJABHBIE U3 KOTOPBIX Bacteroidia — 50,29 %, Clostridia — 28,74 %,
Negativicutes — 9,01 %, Deltaproteobacteria — 1,01 %. Ilpu sTom OakTepuii u3 kiacca Bacteroidia oxaza-
nock Menbie Ha 1,99 u 0,9 %, a u3 xnacca Clostridia, HanpoTus, 6onbiie Ha 0,74 u 5,2 % B cpaBHEHHH C
I u II rpynnamu.

Beenenne xuBoTHBEM | Tpymmer DJIB 50 %+3T3 50 % m03BONMIO MOBBICUTE YUCIO OAKTEPHA
knacca Bacteroidia va 1,99 % (P<0,05) u ymenpmuth uncna 6akrepuii Ha 0,74 % u3 xnacca Clostridia n
kiacca Negativicutes Ha 1,39 % (P<0,05) o cpaBHEHHMIO ¢ KOHTPOJBHON. DKCTPAKTHI JUCTHEB Oepessl U
TpaBbl 3BEpPO0OsI CIIOCOOCTBOBAIM Pa3BUTHIO OakTepuil ceMelcTB Bacteroidaceae (na 0,27 (P<0,05) u
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0,78% (P<0,05)), Prevotellaceae (na 4,45 (P<0,01) u 3,41 % (P<0,05)), Ruminococcaceae (#a 0,58 u
3,1 %), Lachnospiraceae (ma 0,55 u 2,71 %) Rikenellaceae (ma 0,14 u 0,99 %), Candidatus
Saccharibacteria (na 0,64 u 0,73 %) B oTamunu ¢ KoHTponbHOH 1 Il rpynmamu (puc. 2).
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4 Archae ® Bacteroidia Sphingobacteria

B Unclassified Bacteroidetes *+ Candidatus Saccharibacteria Il Clostridia

= Negativicutes # Unclassified Firmicutes B Deltaproteobacteria
T Spirochaetia #SR1 # Unclassified Bacteria

® Subvision5 # Unclassified Verrucomicrobia = Unclassified

Puc. 2 - MerareHoMHbIii aHAIU3 PYOLIOBOI )KMIKOCTH N0 KJaccy, %
Figure 2 — Metagenomic analysis of ruminal fluid of bulls according to class, %

BunoBoe pazHooOpasue ¢ HanbosbmIeit nonel Ob1o mpencraBieno Prevotella — 11,96 % ot 06-
iero yucia, Heomnpeaen€uusie Bacteroidales — 25,08 % oT obmiero uncina, Heonpeaenéuuele Lachnospi-
raceae — 4,73 % ot obmiero yucia, Heonpeaen€uusle Ruminococcaceae — 10,56 % ot obmiero 4mcia,
Succiniclastricum — 6,92 % ot obmiero uyucna. OcTambHBIC BUABI OaKTepuil OBUTH TIPENCTaBICHBI MeHee 3 %.

Beenenne skcrpakTa kopa myba 50 % + tpaBa 3Bepo6os 50 % crmocoOCcTBOBAIIO JIydIIeMy pa3BU-
Tuio O6akrepwuii prryma Bacteroidetes (va 3,69 (P<0,05) u 2,58 % (P<0,01)) u yMeHbIIICHHIO YuClia OaKTe-
puit prryma Firmicutes (2a 3,55 u 1,49 %) mo cpaBHEHHIO ¢ KOHTPONBHOM U | rpymmoii (puc. 3).

OTO OTpaswioch Ha W3MEHCHHH JONH B MHKPOOHWOIICHO3e MHKPOOPTaHU3MOB KIIACCOB
Bacteroidia, Clostridia n Negativicutes. TIpu 3ToM U3 BCeX CPaBHHUBAEMBIX T'PYII HaUOONBIIOE KOJIUYE-
cTBO Oaktepuil kiacca Negativicutes Habmonanock y 6sraxoB u3 1l rpynmsl, uro Ha 1,88 u 3,27 % Gomnb-
IIe, YeM Y aHaJIOTOB U3 KOHTPOJIS U | rpynmsl.



Kusommosoocmeo u kopmonpouzeoocmeo 2021 T. 104 Ne 3/ Animal Husbandry and Fodder Production 2021 Vol 104 Is. 3
Teopusi 1 NpaKTHKA KOPMJIEHUSI 99

100% A
, g
80% OO
60%
40%
20%
0%
Kownrpons / Control I 11
I'pynma/ Group
¥ Archae ¥ Bacteroidales Sphingobacteriales
Unclassified Bacteroidetes I Candidatus Saccharibacteria 1* Clostridiales
"~ Acidaminococcales # Unclassified Negativicutes = Unclassified Firmicutes
— Desulfovibrionales ® Unclassified Deltaproteobacteria - Spirochaetales
aSR1 ® Unclassified Bacteria & Subvision5
IMUnclassified Verrucomicrobia -"Unclassified

Puc. 3 — MeTareHoMHbIii aHa U3 PyOLIOBOI KUAKOCTH MO MOPSAKY, Yo
Figure 3 — Metagenomic analysis of ruminal fluid of bulls by order, %

[pu BBemenrm DK 50 %+2T3 50 % Obpraxam HaOMIOMANOCH YMEHBIICHUE YHcTa OakTepuil ce-
MmeiictBa Lachnospiraceae (1a 2,16 u 2,71 %) u Ruminococcaceae (ua 2,52 u 3,1 %) OTHOCHUTEIBHO KOH-
TponsHOM U | Tpynm. BugoBoe pasHooOpasue ObUIO MpeACTaBICHO CleayIonmM obpazom: Duncaniella
(3,21% or ofbmero uucna), Prevotella (5,0% or oOmero 4mciaa), HEBBIIBICHHBIC
unclassified_Bacteroidales (30,13 % ot obmero xonmuuectBa), unclassified _Lachnospiraceae (3,61 % ot
obmrero wucna), Sporobacter (3,76 % ot obmero uncna), unclassified Ruminococcaceae (7,9 % ot ob1e-
ro uncna), Succiniclasticum (9,12 % ot oOmiero yucna). OctaigbHble BUIBI OaKTepUil ObUIN MPEACTaBICHbI
MmeHee 3 %.

O0cy:K1eHue MOJTYy4YeHHBIX Pe3yJIbTaTOB.

PyGrioBoe cojepxuMoe MpeaCcTaBIeHO OTPOMHBIM OHOPa3HOOOpa3reM MHKpPOOPIaHM3MOB, KOTO-
pble Kak MOJOXKUTEIbHO BIMSIOT HA MOJyYSHUE SHEPTHH U aMUHOKHUCIOT U3 HeOenkoBoi (Gopmbl a3ota B
OCITKOBYIO, TaK ¥ HETATUBHO BO3JICHCTBYIOT HA MUIIEBYIO IIEHHOCTH MPOYKTOB JKBAYHBIX U3-32 OOJIBIIIOTO
KOJIMYECTBA BHIOpOCA MAPHUKOBBIX Ta30B N30BITOYHBIX a30TOM. Hanbomee BaxXHbIM (DaKTOPOM, KOPPEKTH-
PYIOIIUM MUKPOOHOM pyOiia u ero hepMEeHTATHBHYIO aKTHBHOCTb, sIBJIsAETCs AneTa. OrpOMHBINA HHTEpeC
MIPUBJICKIIA PACTUTENFHBIC SKCTPAKTHI M3-3a 3allpeTa Ha UCTIOIh30BAHNUE MPOTHBOMUKPOOHBIX CTUMYIISITO-
poB pocta B xkuBoTHOBOACTBe (Newbold CJ et al., 2020). PacTuTenbHble 3KCTPAKTHI, B COCTaB KOTOPHIX
BXOJAT Nonu(eHOIbl, (EHOIIbI, CIIOCOOCTBYIOT YMEHBIICHUIO BOSHUKHOBEHHS METaHa, a MMEHHO 3all-
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IIar0T OEJOK OT pacraja JIo aMMHakKa, TeM caMbIM CHIDkaeTcs ypoBeHb azora (Dijkstra J et al., 2011;
McSweeney CS et al., 2001; Sinz S et al., 2018).

BriieneHHbIi U3 JIyTOBOrO KieBepa, Hampumep, u30(IaBOH BO3JEHCTBYeT Ha M3MEHeHHE dep-
MEHTaTUBHBIX TMPOIlECCOB PyOIla Takux OakTtepuid, kak Bacteroidetes, Proteobacteria, Firmicutes n
Planctomycetes (Kasparovska J et al., 2016).

Hcnonr3oBaHne SKCTPAKTa THHKIO JJIS )KBAYHBIX )KHBOTHEBIX CIIOCOOCTBOBAIO HE3HAYUTEIHHOMY
CHW)KCHHIO YPOBHS METaHa, a Takxke Oakrepuit Ruminobacter, Selenomonas, Fibrobacter, Ruminococcus
uT. 1. (Oh Setal., 2017).

PesynbraThl aHamu3a, NPOBEAEHHOTO HAMHM, IIOKA3alld, 4YTO B MHUKPO(DIOpe KEIyI09HO-
KUIICYHOI'O TPaKTa BAuHBIX KUBOTHBIX MIpeodiafaronmMy GruiyMaMu cpenu Oaktepuit siBistorces: Bac-
teroidetes (58,42-62,12 %) u Firmicutes (34,63-38,18 %), 4To cxoxe ¢ JaHHBIMH, [TOTYyUYCHHBIMH paHee
(Kim M and Wells JE, 2016).

Jomunupyromumu B hunyme Bacteroidetes siBusieTcs ceMeiicTBo Prevotellaceae ¢ mpeoOnanaHu-
eM ypoBHs OakTepuil, HEOOXOJUMBIX IS PACHICTUICHHUS TOJIMCAXapHIOB, B OIBITHBIX Tpymmax Ha 1,04-
4,45 % B cCpaBHEHHH C YPOBHEM KOHTPOJILHOM IpyTITEl. 3HAYUTENBHBIN YPOBEHb OAKTEPHiA, YHaCTBYIOIINX
B IIporieccax (hepMEeHTAIMH IEILTIOIO3BI 10 JIETYUUX KUPHBIX KUCIIOT, a TAKXKE PACHICIICHHUS KICTIYATKU H
KpaxMmaiyia: ceMeucTB Ruminococcaceae (13,04-16,14 %), Lachnospiraceae (4,32-7,03 %), Clostridiales
(1,46-1,58 %) mpu “CHOIH30BAHUU B MMUTAHUU IKCTPAKTOB JINCTHEB OepE3bl, 3Bep000s M KOPHI Ay0a, 4To
coryacyercs ¢ pesyiabratamu yuaeHsix (Mnsnna JILA., 2017).

Jiis ucnonb30BaHus GUTOXMMUYECKHUX BEIISCTB JIJIS TOJMYUYCHHS IIEJIEBBIX PEaKIiii 03 HeraTHB-
HOTO BO3ACUCTBHUS Ha IOJE3HBIC MOMYJSIIMH MHKPOOPTaHU3MOB HEOOXOAMMO H3YUYCHHE XUMHUYECKUX
CTPYKTYPHO-IEATeIbHOCTHBIX cBsizel (Deryabin D et al., 2019). bonee rmybokoe moHMMaHue MOAYIHPY-
IOIIEro BO3/eHCTBUA (PUTOXMMHKATOB HA MUKpOOHBIe nomysinun py6ma (Duskaev GK et al., 2019) Bme-
cTe ¢ (pepMEHTAIUCH MMO3BOJIUT JIYYIIEC YIPABIATH 3KOCUCTEMOU pyOIla M MPAaKTHIESCKUM MPUMEHECHUEM
JIAHHOM TEXHOJIOTHM KOPMOBOI JoOaBKH B kuBOTHOBOJACTBE (Patra AK and Saxena J, 2009.)
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