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ZO0TECHNICS I

MukpoOuonoruyeckue nokasartenu B pyoue
oBeL, NPy CKapMJIMBaHUN Pa3HOro YPOBHS
KOHLIeHTPaToB

PE3IOME

AKTyanbHOCTb. B cTaTbe NpefcTaBneHbl pesynbTaThl ICCNEA0BaHNS BAVSIHWS CKAPMAVBAHWS PA3ANYHOrO
YPOBHS KOHLLEHTPATOB Ha MUKPOBMOTY pybLa y oBeLl,.

MeToabl. IkcnepuMeHT npoBeaeH Ha 6ase dusunonornyeckoro agopa GPULL BUX um. J1.K. OpHcTa Ha
0BLLAX POMAHOBCKOM NOpoAbl C XpoHUYeckumn ¢puctynamm pyéua no bacory. OnbIT npoBefeH METOLOM
rpynn nepvomoB, AMTENbHOCTb kaxporo — 30 aHen (n = 6). B nepsblii nepvod OBLUbl Nonyvanv
CEHOKOHLIEHTPaTHbIN paunoH ¢ copgepxaHnem 20% KOHLEHTpaToB, BO BTopoi — 30%, B TpeTuin —
40% KOHLEHTPATOB MO NUTATENbHOCTM. B KOHUE Kaxaoro 6anaHCcoBOro OrnbiTa y BCEX XMBOTHLIX (N = 6)
0oTOMpanucb NPobbI PyOLIOBOrO COAEPXMMOrO 1S FEHETUYECKOro UCCNe0BaHMS PyBLIOBO MUKPOBUOTHI.

Pe3ynbTtathl. [oBbiLeHNe KOHLEHTPaTOB 10 40% NpUBENO K CHXEHMIO 06LLEel MUKpoOMabHOM Macchl
Ha 6% n 7,5% no cpasHeHmio ¢ 20% 1 30% copepxaHusi KOHLLEHTPATOB B PaLMOHE COOTBETCTBEHHO.
AMunonmTyeckas akTMBHOCTb pybLanocne KopMeHus nocTeneHHo yeenmumeanacbc 12,7300 14,21E/mn
npy CMeHe paunoHa Ha 6onee KOHLEHTPUPOBAHHLINA. C yBENNYEHNEM LOAM KOHLEHTPATOB NPOUCXOAUT
POCT MONyNsiLMM SHTEPOKOKKOB ¢ Makcumymom npu 30% KkoHueHTpaToB. Hanbonee MHTEHCUBHBIA pocT
nonynauun naktobakTepuit HabnoaaeTca npu ckapmameaHun 30% KoHUEHTpaToB (4,78-10% KOE/mn
npotus 3,18:105 KOE/Mn npu 40%). CooTHowenne KMADAHM [0 1 nocne KOPMAEHWS OCTaBanoCh
NOCTOSIHHBIM C BbIPaXe€HHbIM MakcuMyMom npu 30% KOHLEHTPATOB. He yaanocb 06HapyXuTb YCTONYMBYIO
3aKOHOMEPHOCTb B M3MEHEHWUWM KOMM4ecTBa rpuboB B pybLe Npu pa3HOM YPOBHE KOHLIEHTPATOB B
pauunoHe. MeTareHOMHbIV aHann3 nokasan yBennyeHne konndectsa Lactobacillus spp., Bacteroides spp.,
Blautia spp., Streptococcus spp., Roseburia inulinivorans, Prevotella spp. npy CHMXeHUM KONn4ecTea
Bifidobacterium spp., Methanobrevibacter smithii, Methanosphaera stadmanae, Ruminococcus spp. B
pyOLIOBOM COAEPXUMOM C yBENMYeHneM KoHUeHTpaToB Ha 20%, 30% v 40%. Hanbonbluee KonmM4ecTso
MWKPOOPraHM3MOB HabAAETCS NPU CKAPMANBAHMM XMBOTHbIM 30% KOHLLEHTPATOB.

KnioyeBble cnoBa: oBLbI, MUKpOOUabHas Macca, MeTaHoreHbl, KOHLEeHTpaTsl, pyoew, MLUP-BP

Ans yntuposanms: KonecHuk H.C., 3eneHyexkosa A.A., BotoyHasi 1.C., AptembeBa O.A. Mukpo6uo-
normvyeckue nokasarenu B pybLie oBeL, Npu CKapMAVBAHUM Pa3HOrO YPOBHS KOHLLEHTPATOB. ArpapHasi
Hayka. 2024; 384(7): 85-90.
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Microbiological indicators in the rumen of sheep
when fed different levels of concentrates

ABSTRACT

Relevance. This article presents the results of a study of the effect of feeding different levels of concentrates
on the rumen microbiota of sheep.

Methods. The experiment was carried out on the basis of the physiological yard of the L.K. Ernst Federal
Research Center for Animal Husbandry on Romanov sheep with chronic rumen fistulas according to
Basov. The experiment was conducted using the method of groups of periods, the duration of each
period is 30 days (n = 6). In the first period, the sheep received a hay-concentrate diet containing 20%
concentrates, in the second — 30%, in the third — 40% of nutritional concentrates. At the end of each
balance experiment, samples of ruminal contents were taken from all animals (n = 6) for a genetic study
of the rumen microbiota.

Results. Increasing concentrates to 40% resulted in a 6% and 7.5% reduction in total microbial mass
compared with 20% and 30% concentrate diets, respectively. The amylolytic activity of the rumen after
feeding gradually increased from 12.73 to 14.21 U/ml when the diet was changed to a more concentrated
one. With an increase in the proportion of concentrates, the population of enterococci increases with a
maximum at 30% of concentrates. The most intensive growth of the lactobacilli population is observed
when feeding 30% concentrates (4.78-105 CFU/ml versus 3.18-105 CFU/ml at 40%). The ratio of QUAFANM
before and after feeding remained constant with a pronounced maximum at 30% concentrates. It was not
possible to detect a consistent pattern in the change in the number of fungi in the rumen at different levels
of concentrates in the diet. Metagenomic analysis showed an increase in the number of Lactobacillus
spp., Bacteroides spp., Blautia spp., Streptococcus spp., Roseburia inulinivorans, Prevotella spp.,
with a decrease in the number of Bifidobacterium spp., Methanobrevibacter smithii, Methanosphaera
stadmanae, Ruminococcus spp. in ruminal contents with an increase in concentrates by 20%, 30% and
40%. The highest contamination with microorganisms is observed when feeding animals 30% concentrates.

Key words: sheep, microbial mass, methanogens, concentrates, rumen, RT-PCR
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BeepeHune/Introduction

)KMBOTHOBOACTBO — AMHAaMUYHO Pa3BMBAlOLLLAACS OT-
pacnb Cenbckoro xo3sancrtea. JomallHue XBayHble SBNS-
I0TCS BaXHbIMU XUBOTHBIMU — MNpoun3soauTensmm Geska
1 BHOCAT OFPOMHBIN BKNaA, B yOOBAETBOPEHME PACTYLLErO
cnpoca 4enoBeka Ha BbICOKOKa4eCTBEHHYI0 Npoaykuuio [1].
B cBolO o4epenp, NPOAYKTMBHOCTb M 300POBbE XUBOTHbIX
HaNPSMYO 3aBUCAT OT MUKPOOPraHN3MOB B XENYA0HHO-KM-
weyHom TpakTte. ccneposaHua M.-Y. Xue n coaBT. npoae-
MOHCTpUpOBanM CBaA3b OakTepuanbHOro coobliecTsa B
pybLe C NPOAYKTUBHOCTLIO MOJIOYHbLIX KOPOB [2]. 3a cyeT
pasnoxeHus n pepmMeHTaLmm kopma pybLosas MMkpobuo-
Ta obecne4ymBaeT OpraHM3mM MUKpPOOManbHbIM GEnkKoM U
BUTAMUHaMU, Urpasi CYLLECTBEHHYIO poJib B MeTabonname
XMBOTHOr0-xo3sinHa [3].

Mwukpobuom pybLia npeactasnsieT cCobom CNOXHYI0 MHO-
rodyHKLMOHASbHYIO CUCTEMY aHAa3POOHbBIX MUKPOOPraHnN3-
MOB, COCTOSILLYI0 N3 BakTepuin (okono 95%), apxein (2-5%)
1 9ykapnoToB (80 1%), KOTOPbIE aKTUBHO Y4aCTBYIOT B MPO-
Lecce pasnoxeHmst KOMMNOHEHTOB Kopma [4]. bakTepun aB-
NATCS KPYNHENLMM KOMMNOHEHTOM MUKPOBHOI Gromacchl
B py6Lie, Ux KonmyecTBo coctasnsieT 1019-101" knetok/mn,
pasHoobpasune H6akTepuin B pybue oueHnsaeTcs B 7000 BuM-
0OB, N3 KOTopbix 0kos1o 30% [0 cux Nop He NAeHTUGULM-
poBaHbl [5].

Amunonutnyeckne 6akTepum  paclLennsioT  ManbTo-
3y 1 Kpaxman 00 MypaBbWUHOWM, YKCYCHOW U AHTAPHOM KUC-
not. Lenniono3onnutrukn pacLluennsioT CNOXHble yrneBoabl
0O AN- N MOHOCaxapuaoB, a MOMOYHOKUCHbIE BakTepun B
CBOIO O4Yepenb pasnaraloT KpaxmMan 1 caxapa A0 MOJIOYHON
KMUCNOTbl. Jlunonutuyeckne 6Gaktepumn HeobXxoauMmbl Ansi
PA30XEHUS XUPOB A0 MUUEPUHA N XUPHbIX KUCAoT (XKK),
B TO BPEMS Kak NMPOTEONNTUKM pacLuennsioT 6enku u no-
nnentnapl 4o ammHokmenot (AK) [6]. Ha ponto npoctein-
LUIMX MOXeT npuxoantbes A0 50% 6romacchl B pyobLe, Ho nx
ponb B MUKPOBHOW akocucTeme pybLa He OO KOHLA n3yye-
Ha. NI3BECTHO, Y4TO OHM U3MENBYAIOT U Pa3pbIXISIOT HYacTn-
bl KOPMa, Y4acTBYIOT B npoueccax depMeHTauum 1 a3o-
TUCTOM OOMeHe, a Takke CnoCoOCTBYIOT MEXaHUYECKOMY
rnepemMeLLMBaHnio PyoLIOBOM XUAKOCTY 3a CHET CBOE Noa-
BUXXHOCTWN Y OTHOCUTENBHO KPYMHbIX pa3mepos [5, 7].

Mpnbbl Mukpobrvoma pybua, npeacTaBNeHHbIe Lue-
CTbi0 OCHOBHbIMU popgamun (Neocallimastix, Caecomyces,
Piromyces, Anaeromyces, Orpinomyces v Cyllamyces), 06-
napaloT Lennioo30UTUYECKON aKTUBHOCTBIO, COpaxmBaloT
caxapa, OfiHaKO He ABNsoTCSA 06a3aTeNIbHbIMU YHaCTHUKaMmn
pybLoBOi akocucTeMmsbl [5, 8]. YHUKanbHOM 0COBEHHOCTLIO
MUKPOBUNOTLI pybLia ABNSIETCS ee CUHTPOdHOE CyLLEeCTBOBA-
HWe, NPV KOTOPOM KOHEYHbI MPOAYKT OOHOr0 MUKPOBHOro
KOHCOpLMyMa 1crnonb3yeTca Apyrum. MoboyHbe NPoayKThl
aHaspobHoi hepmeHTaumn, Takue kak CO, 1 H,, ncnonbay-
I0TCS PyOLLOBLIMU apxesiMn s 06pa3oBaHns MeTaHa [5].

Ha mukpobuom pybua BAUSIIOT FeHOTUM, UHAVBUAOYaASIb-
Hble 0OCOBEHHOCTM 1 BO3PACT XMBOTHOMO, ero Gbmn3nonorun-
yeckoe COCTOsiHME, Takoe Kak nakraums, a Takke paunoH
nUTaHWs, NPy 3TOM KOPMOBbIE (PakTOpPbl OKa3bIBAOT JOMM-
HUpYIOLLEE BAUSIHWE HA COCTAaB MUKPOOHOIrO KOHCOpLMyMa
py6ua [9-11]. MNpu yBennyeHnn konniectsa KOHLEHTPATOB
(ocobeHHO copepXalmx Kpaxmas) B paLVOHE YBennyu-
BaeTCH KOMNYECTBO aMWUIIONNTUYECKMX OakTepuin 3a cyeT

M3MEHEHUs1 COoTHOoLIeHMs cybeTpaToB [12, 13]. OHn npouns-
BOAST MPONMOHAT BMECTO aueTaTa, USMeHsisi TakuM 06pa3om
COOTHOLLEHME «aueTaT — nponuoHaTt». M3-3a n3MeHeHus
COOTHOLLEHNS NETYUNX XUPHbIX KncnoT (JIXKK) ymeHbLiaeTcs
KOJIM4ECTBO BOAOPOAR, AOCTYNHOrO METAHOMEHHBIM apXESM,
n cHmxaeTcst pH pybua, 4To elle 60bLIe MHIMOUPYET POCT
nonynsuMm NPOCTENLUNX U MeTaHoreHoB [14, 15].

YBenuyeHve O0fM KOHLEHTPATOB B pauuoHe SBNSET-
CS OQHOW N3 CTpaTErnin No CHMXEHNIO YPOBHS BblAENEHUS
MEeTaHa XBaYHbIMM XMBOTHBLIMW MYTEM YNPaBJIEHUS KOPM-
NIEHNEM 1 NUTaHneM. JJaHHas CcTpaTerus MMeeT Hay4HbIA 1
NPaKTUYECKNA MHTEPEC 1 NIEFKO COYETaETCs C APYrMMu Cro-
cobamu cHmkeHus BolaeneHna CH, [16]. B uccnepgosanim
M. Schilde n coaBT. npoaeMoHCcTpupoBaH apPeKT CUHEP-
rma3ma KOHUeHTpaToB 1 3-HuTpookcunponaHona (3-NOP),
KOTOPbIN ABASIETCA MHIMOUTOPOM MeTaHoreHesa [17].

Lenb paboTbl — NU3y4nTb BAUSIHUE CKAPMIMBAHUS pas-
JINYHOTO YPOBHSI KOHLIEHTPUPOBAHHbIX KOPMOB Ha MMWKPO-
ouoTy pybua y oseu,

MaTepuansl U MeToAbl UCCNEefoOBaHUaA /

Materials and methods

MccnepoBaHus, HanpaBfeHHbIE Ha U3yYeHne BIAUSHUS
YPOBHEW KOHLEHTPATOB Ha PyOLOBYI0 MUKPOOUOTY >XBau-
HbIX XMBOTHbIX, NPOBOAWINCE METOAOM Ipynn-nepmonos
Ha 6apaH4YMKax POMaHOBCKOWM Nopoabl B BO3pacTe 2 NeT B
KonmyecTBe 6 roJsIoB C XMBOW Maccom 55 * 2 Kr ¢ XxpoHuye-
ckumu ductynamm pybua no Bacosy' B ycnosusx ¢usno-
Nlornyeckoro agopa u B naéopartopuax GrEHY dULL BUX
um. J1.K. SpHcTa B 2023 roay.

CornacHo cxeme onbiTa, B NepBbili Nepmnon, XNUBOTHbLIM
ckapmnmBanu 20% KoHUeHTpaToB, BO BTopoii — 30%, B
TpeTnin — 40% KOHLEHTPaATOB OT 00Lel NUTaTenbHOCTU
paumoHa. MpoLoMKUTENBHOCTb KaXA0ro Nnepmoaa cocTas-
nana 30 gHen.

OCHOBHOWM paumMoH W YCIIOBUSI COOEPXaHUS XMBOTHbIX
(TemnepaTypHbI, BIAXHOCTHbLIA 1 CBETOBOW PEXUMBbI, ra-
30BbI1 COCTaB BO3ayxa B MOMELLEHMN) B UCCneayemMble ne-
puoabl 6NN OANHAKOBLIMU U B Npeaenax 300rnrmeHnye-
Ckux HoOpM. MNpoTOKON MccnenoBaHUs Ha XMBOTHbLIX Obln
opnobpeH 6uoaTtnyeckoin komuccueir GreHY GULL BUX
um. J1.K. 3pHcTa (npotokon ot 20 mapTta 2023 roga Ne 2).

OKkcnepnuMeHThl NpoBeaeHbl ¢ cobnoaeHnem TpedoBa-
HWN, N3NOXEHHbIX B [npekTnee EBponenckoro napnameH-
Ta n Coseta EBponelickoro coto3a 2010/63/EC oT 22 ceH-
Ta6pa 2010 roga O 3aLMTE XUBOTHBIX, UCMONb3YIOLNXCS
LS HAYYHbIX Leneli?, n NPUHLMNOB 0BPaLLEHNS C XUBOT-
HbIMW COMNacHo cTatbe 4 A3 PP Ne 498-P33,

B koHUe kaxaoro 6anaHCoOBOrO OMbiTa Yy BCEX XXMBOTHBIX
(n=6) c nomoLLbio 30HAa 0TOMpPannch NPodkLI pybLOBOMO CO-
[epxXxumoro 3a 1 yac Ao KopmaeHus 1 yeped 3 yaca nocrne
KOPMJIeHWNS Af1st UCCeaoBaHus pyoLIOBON MUKPOOUOTHI.

MUP-nccneposaHne nposoaunn B nadopatopum ¢yH-
[aMeHTaJsIbHbIX OCHOB MNUTAHUS CEeNbCKOXO3SACTBEHHbIX
XXMBOTHbIX 1 pbl6 UL, BUX nm. J1.K. SpHcTa npun coTpya-
HUYecTBe C nabopaTopmein MoONekysiPHON reHeTUKN cefb-
CKOXO3SIMCTBEHHbIX XUBOTHbIX, rae 3a 1 4ac 40 KOpMIeHUs
1 yepes3 3 yaca nocne KopmeHns B pybLoBOM COLEPXN-
MOM onpegensnm 6uomaccy NpocTennx n 6akTepuii me-
TOoAOM AndPEepPeHUMPOBAHHOIO LEHTPUOYrMpoBaHns®.

T OnepaTuBHbLIE METOAB! NCCNEA0BAHMIA CENbCKOXO3ACTBEHHLIX XMBOTHLIX. Annes A.A. Cepusi: MeToabl hUsnonorniecknx nccnenosanuii. J1.: Hayka,

JleHuHrpapackoe otaenexve. 1974; 1-336.

2 InpexTuea Esponeiickoro napnamenTa n Coseta EBPONEcKoro coo3a no OXPaHe XMBOTHBIX, UCMONb3YEMbIX B HAYHYHBIX LIENSX

ghttps://ruslasa.ru/wp-content/uploads/201 7/06/Directive_201063_rus.pdf).

®depepanbHblii 3aKoH 0T 27.12.2018 Ne 498-D3 (pep,. ot 24.07.2023) «O6 0TBETCTBEHHOM 06PALLEHNN C XUBOTHLIMU U O BHECEHUW U3MEHEHUIA

B OTAE/IbHbIE 3aKoHOAATENbHbIE akThl Poccuiickon Deaepauum».

4 MeToasl UCCneaoBaHns MUKPOMOPbI NULLEBAPUTENLHOMO TPAKTa CeNbCKOXO3AMCTBEHHBIX XNBOTHLIX 1 NTuL, / B.B. TapakaHos. Poccuiickas akagemus
C.-X. Hayk. Bcepoccuiickuit HUN dunavonorum, GUoxmMmm n nuTaHus c.-X. XMBOTHbIX. Bopock: BHUN®BUI c.-x. knBOTHbIX. 1998; 145.
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[na npoBeaoeHnss NOAMMEPA3HOW LENHOW peakumn B
peanbHOM BpemeHu (MUP-PB) npumeHanm KOMMAekT pe-
areHToB «KonoHodnop-16 (npemunym)» OO0 «Anbda-
nab» (r. Cankt-MNetepbypr, Poccusi) B COOTBETCTBUN C UH-
CTpykumen npoussogutens. MHTepnpeTtaumio pe3ynstaTtoB
ammanduvkaumm  OCYLLECTBASAN COMACHO  UHCTPYKLUMN
npou3soauTens. B npouecce nccnepoBaHua Oblin NMpo-
aHanmaunposaHbl 30 BUAOB MUKPOOPraHN3MOB, B TOM 4YUC-
Jle MeTaHoreHsbl, obliee GakTeprasbHOE YACNIO U Hannyue
reHOB MaTOreHHOCTN, ONPEOENSAOWMNX SHTEPONUHBA3UBHbIE
cBowncTtea E. Coli.

Bupoosyio wmnaeHTMduKaumio MUKPOOPraHM3MOB MpPO-
BOAMAN MO CAEOYIOWMM KPUTEPUAM: OLeHKa Mopdono-
TN 1N pe3ynsLTaTtoB MUKPOCKOMNUM KOMOHUIA, BbIPOCLUMX Ha
anddepeHumnanbHO-ANAarHOCTUYECKNX cpefax; pesynbra-
Tbl BUOXMMUWYECKOW WAeHTUGUKALUMN Ha MUKPOBMOSIOrn-
yeckmx cpepax (Himedia, MHons) n naHensax tecT-cuctem
(BioMerieux, ®paHums):

MOJIOYHOKUCSIbIE MMKPOOPraHM3Mbl (1akTo- 1 6udunao-
6akTepun) — MRS n «budunaym-cpena»;

GakTepum poaa kuwevHon nanodku (Brkn) — «Arap 9H-
no-NrPM»;

reMoIMTUYECKNE OPraHn3Mbl — MSACOMENTOHHbLIN arap
(MNA) ¢ pobasneHnem 5% pedunbpuHnposaHHo Gapa-
HbEN KPOBW;

OPOXOKN N ApoxekenonobHbie rpnbsl — «Arap Cabypo» ¢
nobaeneHnem 5% Tennyputa kanus.

Mopdonoruyeckme cBOMCTBA MMKPOOPraHM3MOB OMnpe-
Jensnvm MeToaoM MUKpockonum no Mpamy®, nogcyeT obLe-
ro yncna NpPoCTeNLLINX — NYTEM MUKPOCKOMMYECKOro noa-
cyeTa B cHeTHOM kamepe fopsesa.

O6paboTKy Nosy4eHHbIX AaHHbLIX BbIMOJIHAN B NPOrpam-
me Microsoft Excel (CLLIA) c paclumpeHHbIM NakeToM aHanu-
3a gaHHbIX 1 nporpamMmbl Statistica, version 13 Ru, StatSoft,
Inc., 20116 (CLUA). Mpy 3TOM BLIMMCAEHBI CeayoLme Be-
Nn4YnHbl: cpegHeapudmeTryeckas (M) n cpegHekBagpaTu-
yeckas owmbka (£tm), ypoBeHb 3Ha4umocTun (p). CpaBHu-
TenbHbI aHanua rpynn nposoaunun no Teiokn-Kpamepy’.

Tabnvya 1. Macca CUMGUOHTHBIX MUKPOOPraHn3moB B py6|.|,030M coAepPXuMom oeew,

(n=6)

Table 1. Mass of symbiont microorganisms in the rumen contents of sheep (n = 6)

B 100 mn pyGLOBOro COAepX1Moro, r

Fpynna A0 KOPMJIEeHUS
6GakTepuu npocTelilume BCEro 6akTepuun
20% koHueHTpaTos 0,26+0,02 0,29+0,02 0,55+0,02 0,37+0,05
30% koHueHTpaToB 0,28+0,03 0,30+0,06 0,58+0,07 0,34 + 0,06

40% koHueHTpatoe 0,31+0,01 0,25+0,01 0,56+0,02 0,32+0,01

Tabnmua 2. KonnyecTeo MMKpoOManbHoii Macchl B pyGLLOBOM COAEPXUMOM

B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT YPOBHSA KOHLLEHTPaToB

Table 2. Amount of microbial mass in ruminal contents depending on the level

yepes 3 yaca nocne KOpMIeHus
npocreiwuve

0,34£0,02 0,66+0,01

ZO0TECHNICS I

PesynbraTthl MccnenoBaHuii CHMTaNM BbICOKOAOCTOBEPHbI-
Mu npu p < 0,001 n goctoeepHbiMu npu p < 0,01, p < 0,05.
Mpnp<0,1 gop>0,05— TeHaeHUMs K 4OCTOBEPHOCTM NO-
Ny4eHHbIX aaHHbIx. Mpu p > 0,1 pa3Huuy cynTanm HepoCcTo-
BEPHOW.

Pesynberatbino6cyxaeHus /Results and discussions

O TeveHUn MMKpPoBmanbHbIX NPOLLECCOB B NpeaXenyakax
CBUAETENLCTBYIOT AaHHbIE MacCbl CUMOUNOHTHBIX MUKPOOP-
raHM3mMoB B pyOLLOBOM coepXnmom (Tabn. 1).

CopepxaHue 6akTepuii 1 NPOCTeALINX B UCCenoBaHnn
M3MeHSIeTCs B 3aBMCUMOCTU OT KOIMYECTBA BBOOUMbIX KOH-
LeHTpaToB. Tak, Kk 3-My nepnony YN1CNeHHOCTbL GakTepuii co-
ctaBuna 0,31 r / 100 mn, a npoctenwmnx — 0,25 r / 100 mn,
yTto Ha 0,051 0,03 r / 100 Mn BbILLIE MO KONANYECTBY BakTepuit,
Ha 0,04 1 Ha 0,05 r / 100 Mn HUXE MO KOSIMYECTBY NPOCTEN-
LINX MO CPaBHEHUIO C 1-M 1 2-M Nepuogamu, COOTBETCTBEH-
HO, 0 KOPMJIEHMS XMBOTHbIX. Yepe3d 3 yaca nocne Kopm-
neHns HabnaaeTcs NOCTENEeHHOE CHUXKEHME KonmyecTsa
6akTepuin ¢ 0,37 oo 0,32 r / 100 Mmn 1 yBennyeHne npocTeii-
wwux ¢ 0,33 po 0,34 r / 100 mn. lMNMoBbILLEHME KOHLEHTPATOB
00 40% npuBesno K CHUXEHMIO 06LLLelt MUKPOOManbHoM mac-
Cbl Ha 6% un 7,5% no cpasHeHnio ¢ 20% n 30% copepxaHus
KOHUEHTPAaTOB B pauyiOHe COOTBETCTBEHHO.

Amunonutunyeckne ©6akTepum, B OCHOBHOM CTPEMTO-
KOKKM, NpeacTaBfeHbl B pybLe MHOMOYMCNEHHOWN rpynmnoii.
B paHHbIX OnbITax aMUIoAnTUYeckasi akTMBHOCTb py6bLia no-
Cne KOpPMJIEHUS MOCTEMNEHHO yBennymBanachk (¢ 12,73 no
14,21 E/mMn) npy cMeHe paumoHa Ha 6osiee KOHLEHTPUPO-
BaHHbIN.

Takum 06pa3om, pesynbTaTbl UCCNea0BaHNS MNoKa3biBa-
IOT, 4TO MNPOLEHT KOHLLEHTPATOB B pauMoHe OBEL, BINSET Ha
KOJINYECTBEHHbIN 1 KAYECTBEHHbI COCTaB MUKPOOUANLHOW
mMacchbl pybua. [laHHbIn pakT B CBOIO o4epeab BANSET Ha Xa-
pakTep GpepmMeHTaunn 1 NCnosib3oBaHMe NUTaTesbHbIX Be-
LEeCTB.

BakTepun urpaloT K/OYEBYIO POJib B Pa3oXeHUn
NOJIMMEPHLIX Yr1eBOAOB B pPauuOHe XWBOTHbIX. Pu-
6ponuTtuyeckne O6akTepun, Takume Kak
Fibrobacter succinogenes v Ruminococcus
flavefaciens, cneunannu3npyloTcsa Ha pac-
WwenseHMm  nonavcaxapuaoB  LEenstono-
3bl 1 remuuennono3sl [18]. Kpome Toro,
aMUNIONINTUYECKNE W NaKTaT-UCMNosb3ylo-

BCero
033+0,04 070£008 LWne OakTepum CNOCOBCTBYIOT paclue-
037 0,07 071012 TJIEHNIO Kpaxmana u caxapa, obecne-
ynBass  9dpPEeKTMBHOE  MCNONb30BaHWE

WNCTOYHUKOB 3Hepruun B pybue [19]. Yeenu-
YeHue O0NN KOHLEHTPATOB B paumoHe Cno-
cobcTByeT 3ameHe Oaktepuin Firmicutes

of concentrates n Fibrobacteres, pasnaralowmx krnetyart-
A B C D E P-3HayeHue KY, Ha aMUJonnTn4eckmne Bmnapl M|/|Kp06OB
Nakrobaktepuu, IgKOE/Mn 3,62%€ 527 3,87°F 567 4,53 548 7,54-1074 Bacteroidetes v Proteobacteria.
3”Te$°K°KK"" '%KOE/M“ 4';20 4!2;3 843'3& 95"§F 4'§6AE 85’2; 4*23(?'18'; Bbina npoBeaeHa oueHka  AvHaMu-
KMA®AHM, IgKOE/mn 5.1 7.4 g A41°T 71 4 1,20-10"
KN N3MEHEeHMsa KonmyecTBa MUKpoOuab-
Llenniono3onut. 6aktepun, lgKOE/mn 6,38 7,01BF 5 89CE 6, 80PF 7,18 8,23 6,24:10°10 . 6 P
NaktosononoxutensHas, IgKOE/mn ~ 2,78AC 4,83 4,19 509 4,08"F 460 1,18-108 HOW MaccChl pydua nNpu CKkapmmBaHUn Xu-
JlakTosooTpuLaTensHas, IgkOE/mn % _ _ _ _ _ _ BOTHbIM HU3KO- N BbICOKOKOHLIEHTPATHOIO
Mnecenw, IgKOE/Mn 215 1,73 161 1,86 2,01 1,59 0,37 paumoHa nyTemMm BbiCEBa AOECATUKPATHbLIX
[poxxenonobHsie rpubel, IgKOE/mMn 1,96°C 2,68 2,86CF 3,38 1,56 2,93  7,53-108 pasBeneHuin Ha amddepeHumanbHo-gma-

IMpumeyarme: A — 20% KOHUEHTPATOB (3a Yac A0 KopmyeHus); B — 20% KOHLEeHTpaToB
(yepes 3 yaca nocne kopmnenns); C — 30% KOHUEHTPATOB (3a Yac A0 KOPMIEHWS);
D — 30% koHLeHTpaToB (4epe3 3 yaca nocne kopmnenus); E — 40% KoHLeHTpaToB (3a 4ac
0o kopmnerus); F — 40% koHueHTpaToB (4epe3 3 yaca nocne kopmnerus); KMADAHM —
KOSIMYECTBO Me30bUbHbIX a3POBHbIX 1 hakynbTaTUBHO-aHA3POBHbLIX MMKPOOPTraHU3MOB;
* MUKPOOPraHN3Mbl He OOHAPYXEHbI.

rHocTuyeckmne cpenbl. [NpoBeneH CpaBHU-
TenbHbIN aHanu3 rpynn no Tetokn-Kpamepy.
[Mony4yeHHble pe3ynbTaTbl NPeacTaBfieHbl B
Tabnuue 2.

5TOCT ISO 7218-2015 M1kpo61Onormst MULLEBLIX MPOAYKTOB 1 KOPMOB Af1S XNBOTHBbIX. O6Lime TpeboBaHns 1 PEKOMEHAALN MO MUKPOBMONOrMYECKIM

1nccnenoBaHUaM.
6 www.statsoft.com
7 Totoku [1.B. Ananus pesynstaTos HabnoaeHnii. M.: Mup 1981.
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CTont OTMETUTb, YTO KOJINYECTBEHHOE COOTHOLLEHME
HEKOTOPbIX rPynn MUKPOOPraHM3MoOB OO0 W MOCNe KOpM-
NleHnst coxpaHseTcs. Tak, HaMMeHbLUee KOIMYECTBO 3HTe-
pokokkoB (4,19 IgKOE/mn) HabniogaetTcs Npu HN3KOKOH-
LIEHTpaTHOM paumoHe ao kopmneHus, 4,63 IgKOE/mn —
nocne. C yBennyeHMeM [0SIM KOHUEHTPATOB MPOUCXO-
OWT POCT Nonynaumm SaHHbIX MUKPOOPraHN3MOB C Makcu-
mMymom npu 30% koHueHTpaToB (4,32 IgKOE/Mn oo kKopm-
nenus n 5,12 IgKOE/mn yepes3 3 yaca nocne KoOpMeHus).
JoCTOBEPHbIX pasnmMunii Mexay rpynnaMm oo KOpMieHus
(A, C, E) n nocne (B, D, F) He oBHapyxeHo. KonnyecTtso
naktobakTepuii 3HaYNTENbHO YBENMYMBaEeTCs Npu nepe-
X0[4€e Ha BbICOKOKOHLIEHTPATHbIM PaLMOH 3a CHET yBenye-
HUS LONM NOCTYNAoLWMX B OpPraHn3m yrneBoaoB. Jlaktobak-
Tepum B pybue pepMeHTUPYIOT MOHOCaxapa 40 MOSTOYHOW
KMCNoTbl, cHMXasa pH pybua [6], 4To B CBOIO o4yepenb Cro-
COOCTBYET YrHETEHUIO aKTUBHOCTU METAHOI€HHbIX apXeit.

[o kopMneHusa HanbonbLlee KONMYECTBO AAHHOW rpyn-
nbl 6aktepuii (4,53 IgKOE/mn) Habnopganock npu 40%
KOHLLEHTPaTOB, OAHAKO MOCie KOPMJIEHUSI POCT monyns-
umn naktobaktepuii npu ckapmnneaHum 30% KOHLEH-
TpaTtoB Obl1 6051ee MHTEHCUBHBLIM MO CPAaBHEHUIO C Bbl-
COKOKOHLIEHTPAaTHbIM paunoHom (5,67 IgKOE/mn npoTtus
5,48 IgKOE/mn). HabniopgaloTcs [OCTOBEpPHble pasnu-
ynsa mexay rpynnamun A, C un E (tabn. 2). CooTHOoWweHnEe
KMA®AHM 10 1 nocne KopmieHUs 0CTaBasioCb NOCTOSAH-
HbIM C BblpaXeHHbIM Makcumymom npu 30% KoHueHTpa-
T0B. CTOUT OTMETUTb, 4TO OblI 0OHaAPYXEHbl AOCTOBEP-
Hble Pasfinyusa Mexay BCeMU U3ydaeMbiMU rpynnamu no
[aHHOMY nokasartento. He yoanocb 0OHapyXuTb YCTOMUN-
BYIO 3aKOHOMEPHOCTb B UBMEHEHUN KONMYecTBa rpuboB B
pybue npu pa3HOM YPOBHE KOHLLEHTPATOB B PaLMOHE.

pnbbl pybua He ABnATCA 06A3aTeNbHbIMU obuTaTe-
NISIMW 1 Y HEKOTOPLIX XWBOTHBLIX HE 0OHapYyXmMBatoTca. Tem
HEe MeHee OHU 00n1afaloT OYeHb BLICOKMM MOTEHLMANOM
pasnoXeHus KNeTyaTkm, NOCKOJbKY KOONUPYIOT MHOXECTBO
depmeHTOB, paspyLlualomMx pacTUTenbHble BOJIOKHA [4].
Konunyecteo apoxxenonobHbix rpnboB yBeNN4MBanochb C
nepexonom Ha 6onee KOHUEHTPUPOBAHHbIE PALMOHBI, 04-
HaKO MHTEHCMBHOCTb MX POCTa 3HAYUTENBHO OTnYanach.

YcTaHOBNEHbl 4OCTOBEPHbIE Pa3nuyns Mexay rpynnamm
«A — C» n «C — E». KonuyecTtso nnecexeli npun 20% n 40%
KOHLLEHTPATOB NOC/e KOPMIIEHNS 3HAYNTENIBHO CHUXANOCh,
B TO BpeMms kak rnpu 30% Habniogancs poct NonynsaumMm gaH-
HbIX MMKPOOPraHM3MOB.

Hanbonee npoTnBopeUnBLIE AaHHbIE OblNN NOJTyYEHbI MO
coaepXaHuto LLenniono3onmTmieckmx baktepuii. Yeenmye-
HWe JONN KOHLIEHTPATOB B PaLLMOHe CNoCco6CTBYET U3MEHe-
HUIO COOTHOLLEHUS cyGCcTpaToB At pyoLIOBO MUKPOBMO-
Thbl, 4TO NPUBOAUT K CHUXEHWNIO YMCNA LEeNIoN030NTUKOB
1 POCTY NONYNSLMN aMUNOANTUKOB. [pn yBENNYEHUN KONKN-
YyecTBa KOHLEHTPATOB (0COBEHHO coaep KaLLMX Kpaxman) B
pauUMOHE CHUXAETCS KOJIMYECTBO LENMONIO30/IUMTUYECKMX
6aKkTepuin 1N yBENMYMBAETCS KONNYECTBO aMUNIoNUTUYe-
Ckux 6akTepuii 3a cHeT MU3BMEHEHMSI COOTHOLLEHUS cyOCTpa-
ToB [12, 13].

OpHako, Mo AaHHLIM aBTOPOB, HABNOAAETCS 3HAYUTESb-
HblA POCT KONIMYECTBA LLESUTION030/IMTUYECKMX BaKkTepUii Npu
ckapmnueaHum 40% KOHLEHTPATOoB, B TO BpeMsi kak npun 20%
1 30% KOHUEHTPATOB B PALIMOHE NX COOEPXKAHNE N3MEHSIET-
CSl HE3HAYUTESIbHO, YTO TPEDbYEeT AaNbHEALLEro N3YyHEHNS.

Bbina npoaHannanpoBaHa AMHaMnka M3MeHeHUs CocTa-
Ba pyOLIOBON MMKPOOMOTHI OBEL, POMAHOBCKOM MOPOAbI C
yBenmyeHnem KoHUeHTpaToB Ha 20%, 30% n 40% meToaom
MLP-PB (puc. 1).

KonnyectBo Lactobacillus spp. npu notpebnexHnn 30% n
40% KOHLIEHTPATOB BbIPOCJI0, COOTBETCTBEHHO, Ha 14,6% un

Puc. 1. Mukpo6uoTa py6LIOBOro COAEPXMMOro oBeL, (N = 6) npu
pa3HOM YPOBHE KOHLLEHTPATOB B PaLyiOHe

Fig. 1. Microbiota of sheep rumen contents (n = 6) at different levels
of concentrates in the diet

Odwas axmepuarsnan macca

spp
Methanosphaera stadmanae
Methanobrevibacter smithii
Prevotella spp

Roseburia inulinivorans
Streptococcus spp.
Acinetobacter spp.

Blautia spp.

Enterobacter spp.

Proteus vulgaris/mirabilis

Clostridium perfringens

aureus

P
Bacteroides spp

Escherichia coli

Bifidobacterium spp.

Lactobacillus spp.
1,00E+001,00E+02 1,00E+04 1,00E+06 1,00E+08 1,00E+101,00E+12

B Pyoyoeoe coo. 20% xony. ™ Pybyosoe coo. 30% kony.
¥ Pyoyosoe cod. 40% xonuy.

12,4% OTHOCUTENIbHO HU3KOKOHLIEHTPATHOrO paLmoHa, Ko-
nunyecTtBO Xe Bifidobacterium spp. C yBENNYEHMEM LONU
KOHLLEHTPaTOB CHM3UNoCk Ha 5,1%. Hanbonbluas YncneH-
HoCcTb Bacteroides spp. HabnopgaeTcs npu 30% KOHLEH-
TpaTtoB 1 cocTtasnseT npumepHo 8,6-10'". AnanornyHo
KonnyecTBo Prevotella spp. n Roseburia inulinivorans npwu
HN3KO- N BbICOKOKOHLLEHTPATHOM TUMe KOPMJIEHUS OCTaBa-
JIOCb HENM3MEHHBIM, 0AHaKOo HabtoAaNCs POCT AaHHbIX 6aK-
Tepuii npu ckapmnmBaHn 30% KOHLEHTPATOB.

C yBeNIN4eHnem BBOOa KOHLUEHTpaToB yBenm4in-
BaeTcsa konuyecTtBO Lactobacillus spp., Bacteroides
spp., Blautia spp., Streptococcus spp., Roseburia

inulinivorans, Prevotella spp., npn 3TOM CHUXaeTcsa KOonn-
yecTBO Bifidobacterium spp., Methanobrevibacter smithii,
Methanosphaera stadmanae, Ruminococcus spp. B pyb-
LLOBOM COLEPXMMOM, 4YTO B L€JIOM XapakTEPHO AJ1s1 CEHO-
KOHLEHTpaTHOro Tuna kopmnenus. Prevotella, Butyrivibrio
n Ruminococcus, a Takke HeknaccuduuypoBaHHbIe
Lachnospiraceae, Ruminococcaceae, Bacteroidales w
Clostridiales sBRSOTCA OCHOBHbIMM BuaamMun OGakTepuin B
pybue, N N3MeHeHUst B paumoHe MOryT BAUATb Ha OOLLYytO
CTPYKTYpY nx coobuiectsa [20]. Prevotella n Heknaccudm-
uMpoBaHHble Succinivibrionaceae, BepOATHO, SBASIOTCSH
OCHOBHbIMW MPOM3BOAUTENAMM MPOMMOHATA U CyKuuHaTa
(NpepLuecTBeHHMKA NponMoHaTa), NO3TOMY OTBETCTBEHHbI
3a 6oJiee BbICOKME YPOBHWN NponuoHaTa, o6pasyioLlerocs B
pesynbtaTte AMeTbl, 6oraton KoHueHTpaTamu [21], 4To Ha-
GnopaeTcs B AaHHbIX CCNenoBaHmsX.

Mpon3eoacTBO MeTaHa B pybLie B NePBYIO o4epesb CBS-
3aHO C MeTaboINYeCKON aKTMBHOCTbIO METaHOMeHHbIX ap-
XeW, KoTopble NpeacTaBnAioT cobor cneuvanmanpoBaHHbie
MWKPOOPraHn3Mbl, reHeEpPUpYoLLME METAH B Ka4eCcTBe MNo-
604HOro NpoAaykTa. Apkme NpuMepbl MeTaHOrEeHHbIX apxen,
o6HapyXeHHbIX B pybue, BkoyawT Methanobrevibacter
smithii, Methanosphaera stadtmanae, Methanomirobium
mobile w Methanosarcina spp. [22, 23]. 9Tn apxeu
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ucnonbaytot H,, CO, 1 MeTaHon Ans crHTe3a MeTaHa [24].
OpHako onpepeneHHble BUaObl 6akTepuii B pybLe BHOCSAT
CBOI BKNag, B npouecc depmeHTaunun, npenocTtasniss cy6-
CTpaTbl, NOAAEPXMBAIOLLME MeTaHOoreHe3 [25].

B naHHbIX nccnenoBaHUsIX C yBeIMYEHNEM YPOBHS KOH-
LLEHTPATOB CHUXaETCS KONTIMYECTBO OCHOBHbIX METAHOMEHOB,
a nMmeHHo Methanobrevibacter smithii, Methanosphaera
stadtmanae. Hanbonee 3aBUCALLMMWN OT KOHLEHTPATHOIO
TMna KopmneHus okadanucb Methanobrevibacter smithii.
WX KONmMy4ecTBO 3aMETHO COKpaTUIIoCh B pyOLLOBOM coaep-
>xrmom npu BBoae 40% KOHUEHTPATOB.

B LLenom nonyy4eHHble AaHHbIE NyTEM BbiCeBa Ha andde-
peHuuanbHo-anarHocTudeckme cpenpl (tabn. 2) cooTHO-
caTcs ¢ pesynstatamu, oT metoga NUP (puc. 1). Hanbonb-
Llee KOJIMYEeCTBO MUKPOOManbHOM Macchl HabnopaeTcs
npu ckapmnneaHm 30% KOHUEHTPaTOB.

BbiBogbl/Conclusion
AmMunnonnTuyeckasi akTMBHOCTb PyOLIOBOI XMOKOCTHU MO-
CNe KOpMJeHUst NoCTeNeHHo yBenuymBanacb ¢ 12,73 go

Bce aBTOpbl HECYT OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a PabOTy M NPeACTaBNEHHbIE AaHHbIE.
Bce aBTOpbI BHEC/M paBHbI BKNag B paboTy.

ABTOPbI B PaBHOI CTENEHV NPYHUMAM yyacTue B HAMMCaHUU PYKOMCH 1
HeCyT paBHYI0 OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a nnarviart.

ABTOPbI 06BSABMN 06 OTCYTCTBUM KOHMIMKTA UHTEPECOB.

SUHAHCUPOBAHUE

McenenoBaHve BbINONHEHO NP GUHAHCOBOW Noaaepkke MuHo6pHaykm
Poccum B pamkax peanusaumm HauyMoHanbHoro npoekTa «Hayka
1 yHnBepcuTeTbl» (FGGN-2022-0009).
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ZO0TECHNICS I

14,21 E/mMn npu cMmeHe paumoHa Ha 60s5iee KOHLEHTPUPO-
BaHHbIN. [oBbillEHME B pauMoHe KoHueHTpatoB Ao 40%
NPUBENO K CHWXEHMIO 00Lein MUKpoOumanbHOM Macchl Ha
6% n 7,5% no cpasHeHuio ¢ 20% n 30% copep>kaHns KOH-
LLEHTPaTOB B PALMOHE COOTBETCTBEHHO.

MeTareHOMHbI aHanu3 nokasan yBelM4yeHne Konmye-
ctBa Lactobacillus spp., Bacteroides spp., Blautia spp.,
Streptococcus spp., Roseburia inulinivorans, Prevotella
Spp. Npu CHmXeHnn konu4vectBa Bifidobacterium spp.,
Methanobrevibacter smithii, Methanosphaera stadmanae,
Ruminococcus spp. B pyOLOBOM COOEPXMMOM C YyBen-
yeHneM koHueHTpaToB Ha 20%, 30% n 40%. C yBenude-
HUEM YPOBHS KOHLIEHTPATOB CHU3WUIIOCb KONNYECTBO Me-
TaHoreHoB Methanobrevibacter smithii, Methanosphaera
stadtmanae B pyb6Le.

MonyyeHHole metogom [MLUP-PB pgaHHble cOOTHOCATCA
C pesynbraTtamu BbiCeBa Ha anddepeHumansHO-gmuarHo-
CcTu4eckux cpepax. Hambonbliee KONNMYECTBO MUKpPOOpra-
HW3MOB HabIOAAETCS NMPY CKapMANBaHUK XNBOTHbIM 30%
KOHLEHTPaTOB.
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