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PE3IOME

MuKpo61OM KUBOTHBIX UTPAET CYLLECTBEHHYIO POMb BO BCEX KI3HEHHO BaXKHbIX MPOLieccax opraHn3ma. Ero nsyyenue Heobxoanmo AnA feTanbHOr0 NOHMMaHUA
NpOLIeCCoB, MPOMCXOAALLMX MeXAY MUKPOOPraHN3MamMu, HacenaloLMIN ONPeeneHHbIil OpraH, 1 ux B3auMocBA3N ¢ KneTkamu Makpoopraiusma. OueHka co-
CTOAHMA MUKPOOHOTO CO06LLECTBA KUBOTHBIX M €10 GYHKLIMM MOXET 0Ka3aTb HeOLIeHIUMYH MOMOLLb B NOMCKE HOBbIX CTPaTeruii noBbiLLeHNA 3pdeKTMBHOCTH
KOPMIEHUA 1 COXPAHEHNA 30POBbA KPYMHOO poraToro ckota. Lienblo nccnesoBams 6bino (paHeHUe TaKCOHOMUYECKOI CTPYKTYPbI MUKPOGIOMA KULLEUHNKa
KPYMHOTO poratoro cKota abepAnH-aHrycckoil IOpofbl, MMNOPTUPOBAHHOrO B Ka3axctaH, 1 KOPOB MECTHbIX MOPOZA C MOMOLLbIO TEXHONOMNI CEKBEHUPOBAHUA
HOBOTO NOKONeHNA. bbin onpeeneH NonHblil MIKPOOHBIIA COCTAB COAEPXKIMOTO KULLIEYHUKA XIBOTHBIX MPI UCCNeA0BaHNI 06pa3LI0B IKCKpeMeHTOB be3 npeaBa-
PUTENbHOIA CTaZN MUKPOOONOTAYECKOTO KYNbTUBIPOBAHIA Ha MUTATeNbHbIX cpefiaX. Pe3ynbTaTbl 16S MeTareHOMHOr0 aHanu3a nokasanu, Yto JOMUHIPYHLLMMI
baKTepuanbHbIMI TaKCOHaMM B MUKPOOMOME KILLIEYHMKA XKUBOTHBIX 06eux rpynn Ha ypoBHe Tina bbinu Firmicutes n Proteobacteria npumepHo B 0MHAKOBOM
KonuuecTse. Ha ypoBHe bakTepuanbHbIX cemMeiicT YncneHHocTb npeactasutenei Clostridiaceae 6bina HemHoro 6onblue y KOPoB abepAnH-aHryccKoii nopo-
bl (19,7%), uem y ckota MecTHOi nopogbl (15,4%). MpepcTaButenu cemeiicTs Bacteroidaceae, Peptococcaceae, Ruminococcaceae v Coriobacteriaceae npeobnapa-
N B MUKPOOHOM C006LLIeCTBE KMLIEUHUKA MECTHOTO CKOTa. [laHHble MUKPOOPraHU3MbI YYacTBYIOT B CUHTE3e BUTAMIHOB, CTUMYANDYIOT UIMMYHHYH0 GyHKLMI
OpraHu3ma, HopManu3ylT NuLeBapeHue, YBENMYNBAIOT YCBOAEMOCTb NUTATENbHbIX BELLECTB U, Kak CNeACTBYE, NOBbILLAKT NPUBECHI Y XUBOTHBIX. bakTepun
cemeiicTBa Prevotellaceae 6binu BbiABAeHbI B HeboNbLLOM KonnuecTse (0,5%) TONbKO y KOPOB MeCTHOM NOPOAbI, KOTOPble UMeNH BbiCoke npuBecl. Ha ypoBHe
POAia 3HaUUTENbHOE pa3Hoobpasie HabntoAaNM B MUKPOBIOME MECTHOTO CKOTa: BCero 65 TaKCOHOB NPoTUB 40y abepalnH-aHTyCoB. YCTAHOBAEHO, UTO B KULLEYHOM
MUKPO61OME KPYMHOTO POraToro ckota MeCTHbIX MOPOA COAEPMKUTCA MeHbLLEe KONMYECTBO METAHOTeHOB 1 BONbLLee KONMYECTBO ALLeTOTEHOB.

KntoueBble cnoBa: MUKpOGUOM, KpYMHbIil pOraTblii CKOT, abepANH-aHrycckas Mopoza, CEKBEHUPOBAHME HOBOTO NOKOJIEHNA
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SUMMARY

Animal microbiome plays a significant role in all the vital body processes. Studying the microbiome is essential for gaining a detailed insight into the interactions
among microorganisms inhabiting a certain organ and their relationship with macroorganism cells. Evaluating the state of animal microbial community and its
function can provide an invaluable assistance in seeking new strategies to improve feed efficiency and maintain cattle health. The aim of the study was to com-
pare the taxonomic structure of the intestinal microbiome of Aberdeen Angus cattle imported to Kazakhstan with that of local breed cows using next generation
sequencing technology. The tests of fecal samples allowed for determination of the complete microbial composition of animal intestinal contents, while leaving
out the preliminary stage of microbiological cultivation using nutrient media. The results of 165 metagenomic analysis showed that Firmicutes and Proteobacteria
were predominant bacterial taxons at the phylum level in the intestinal microbiome in both groups of animals, with their numbers being roughly the same. At the
bacterial family level, the number of Clostridiaceae was a little higher in Aberdeen Angus cows (19.7%) than in the local breed cattle (15.4%). The representatives of
the families Bacteroidaceae, Peptococcaceae, Ruminococcaceae and Coriobacteriaceae prevailed in the gut microbial community of local cattle. These microorganisms
are involved in the synthesis of vitamins, they stimulate the immune function of the body, normalize digestion, improve nutrient utilization and thus contribute
to body weight gain in animals. Small numbers (0.5%) of bacteria of the family Prevotellaceae were detected only in the local breed cows demonstrating high
body weight gain. The microbiome of the local cattle was characterized by a considerable diversity at the genus level: the total number of taxons amounted to 65,
whereas in Aberdeen Angus cattle it was 40. It was found that the intestinal microbiome of local breed cattle includes less methanogens and more acetogens.
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BBEAEHUE

MBauHble XXMBOTHbIE, BK/OYaA KPYMHbIA 1 MENKUIA PO-
raTblil CKOT, ABMAIOTCA Ba)KHbIM MCTOYHUKOM NONyYeHnNA
NPOAYKTOB NUTaHUA AnsA YenoBeka. AbepanH-aHrycckas
nopopaa KopoB (abepaunH-aHryc) cunTaeTca camon nomny-
NAPHON B MUpe ANA NPOU3BOACTBA MPAMOPHOro MAca.
Mpu 3ToM roBAgvHa 06/1aJaeT U3YMUTENIbHBIM BKYCOM
N HeoOblYaHOW COYHOCTbIO. YKUBOTHbIE JAHHOW MOpPO-
Ibl HENPUXOTNUBbI, OGLICTPO PACTYT Y HABUPAIOT MACHYIO
Maccy. Bcero nuiib 3a ofHY CyTKM NPUPOCT MacCbl ObIYKOB
MOXeT cocTaBnATb oT 1 o 5 Kr. bnarogapa ckopocneno-
CTV 1 BbICOKOMY KauyecTBYy MACa flaHHasA nopoja nonyyu-
na WNPOKOoe pacnpocTpaHeHre, 1 NO3TOMY B NociegHme
rogpbl B Pecny6nmky KasaxctaH umnoptumpyetcs 6onbLuioe
KonuuectBo abepaunH-aHrycos. OfHaKo npouecc aganta-
LiMn CKOTa B yCnoBumAxX KasaxcTaHa He U3y4yeH, B TOM uncne
Hen3BeCTHO, Kakoe BIAHNE Ha OPraHn3M 1 NPOAYKTUB-
HOCTb XMBOTHbIX OKa3blBaeT MECTHbIN KAUMAaT 1 paLoH
KOpMIeHNA.

MUrKpo6VIOM SBRSIETCA BaXKHOW COCTABIIAIOLLEN KUBbIX
OpraH13moB, OKa3blBaloLLen BANAHNE Ha UMMYHUTET, NPO-
OYKTUBHOCTb U XU3HEAeATEeNbHOCTb XKMBOTHbIX. Kuwey-
HbI MMKPOBKOM KOPOB, BK/OUaloWuin B ceba 6aktepun,
apxeu, npocTeiilune u rpunbbl, obecneyrBaeT BbIpaboTKy
PasnnYHbIX pepPMeHTOB, HEOBXOAUMBIX S pacLLernieHns
pacTUTeNbHbIX BOJIOKOH Ha JieTyume KMUpPHble KUCOTbI

U MUKPOOBHBI CbipO 6enok. M3yyeHne coctaBa MUKPO6-
Horo coobuiecTBa, y4acTByLEro B MUKPOOHOM MeTa-
6onv3me pybua, npefcTaBnsaeT 60MbLWON UHTEPEC Npu
pa3paboTKe HOBbIX CTpaTeruii Ana nosbiweHnsa 3o odek-
TUBHOCTW KOPMJIEHUA 1 COXPAHEHWA 300POBbA KPYMHOMO
poraToro ckota [1]. B coctaB MMKpobroma Takxe BXoaaT
MeTaHOTeHHble apXen, OT KOTOPbIX 3aBUCUT KOJIMYECTBO
BbIAENAEMOro »XMBOTHbIMU MeTaHa, YTO ABNAETCA OAHOMN
13 npobiemMm COBPEMEHHOW KOO,

Bonblan yacTb MUKPO6OB He KynbTuBUpyeTca in vitro
N He MOXeT ObITb BblpallieHa Ha nabopaTopHbIX NUTaTesb-
HbIX cpepax. Mpotecc BblpalumBaHmA aHaspo6oB JOBONbHO
CJTOXKEH 13-3a MEeAJIEHHOIO POCTa MUKPOOOB, HEOOXOANMO-
CTU OrpaHUYeHns JOCTyna Kucnopogda v Apyrux Tpebosa-
HUIA, NPeabABNAEMbIX K NapameTpam KynbTBUPOBaHKA [2].
MeTareHOMHbIV aHanM3 NO3BOJIAET ONMcaTb MUKPOOHOE
Co06LLeCTBO C NMOMOLLbIO BbICOKOMPOU3BOANTENbHOW TeX-
HoMorny cekBeHNpoBaHuA HoBoro nokonexusa (NGS) Ha
ocHoBe naeHTudmKauum OHK, MuHyAa ctagmio Mrnkpobuo-
NOTNYECKOro KynbTuBMpoBaHuA. CekBeHMpoBaHe runep-
BapurabenbHbIx 0bnacTeil BbBICOKOKOHCEPBATUBHbBIX U YHN-
BepcanbHbIx reHoB 16S pPHK wnpoko ncnonbsyetca ana
XapaKTepucTMKN 6akTepranbHbIx coobLecTB 1 apxeli [3, 4].

Llenbto paboTbl 6bIn0 CpaBHEHNE TaKCOHOMMYECKON
CTPYKTYPbl MUKPOOVOMa KULIEYHUKA KPYMHOro poraTto-
ro ckoTa abepAnH-aHrycCKo MOPOAbI M MECTHBIX MOPOJ
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LA OL€HKM ero BAUAHNA Ha UMMYHUTET, NPOAYKTUBHOCTb
KMBOTHbIX, BbIPabOTKy MeTaHa B ycnoBuax Pecnybnunku
KasaxcTaH.

MATEPWUANDBI U METOAbI

O6pasubl pekanuit oTéMpanm n3 NPAMON KMLLKU B Tpex
NMOBTOPHOCTAX OT TPeX rofioB KPYMHOro poraToro cKoTa
abepaviH-aHryccKol nopofbl CebMOro NMOKONIEHNA N TPeX
roNoB KOPOB MECTHbIX MOPOL, B XO3ANCTBAX, PACMONOXKEH-
HbIX Ha cocefiHUX dpepmax B AnmaTmHCKol obnacTu. Bee
06pasLibl KMLLEYHOTO COAEPKMMOro HeEMeIeHHO 3aMopa-
XKVBanu B CyxoMm NibZly 1 OCTaBAAnM B nabopatopuio, rae
xpaHunu npu munyc 80 °C go BbigeneHma AHK.

16S MeTareHOMHbI aHanM3 NPOBOAMAN Ha CeKBeHa-
Tope MiSeq (lllumina, CLLA) ¢ ncnonb3oBaHnem Habopa
Iana cekseHupoBaHua MiSeq reagent Kit V3 (300 cycle)
(INlumina, CLLA).

Mukpo6Hyto HK 13 dekanwuii skcTparnposanu ¢ momo-
Wwbto Habopa PureLink™ Microbiome DNA Purification Kit
cornacHo npotokony npowussoautens (Invitrogen, CLUA).
KoHueHnTpauuio AHK nsmepanu Ha ¢nyopumetpe Qu-
bit® 2.0 (Invitrogen, CLLA).

leHeTuueckne 6UGNNOTEKN rOTOBWY COMNTACHO NPOTO-
kony 16S Metagenomic Sequencing Library Preparation
(Part # 15044223 Rev. A, lllumina, CLLIA). BaprabenbHble
V3 nV4 pernoHbl 16S pPHK reHa 6b1nn amnanouumnpoBaHbl
C MOMOLLbIO YHMBEPCAbHbIX NPaiMepoB ¢ fobaBeHneM
apanTepos lllumina: npamoin npanmep - 5'-TCGTCGGCAG-
CGTCAGATGTGTATAAGAGACAGCCTACGGGNGGWGCAG-3'
1 o6patHbIi npanmep — 5'-GTCTCGTGGGCTCGGAGATGTG-
TATAAGAGACAGGACTACHVGGGTATCTAATCC-3' [5]. Peak-
LMOHHaA cmecb cogepxana: 2,5 uL AHK-matpurubl, no 5 ul
KaXkJoro npammepa ¢ KoHueHtpauuven 1 uM, 12,5 pL 2x
KAPA HiFi HotStart ReadyMix (Kapa Biosystems, Inc., CLLIA).
MNUP-amnnndmrkayms 6bina npoBeaeHa B TepMoLUKIepe
Eppendorf Mastercycler pro S (Eppendorf, lepmaHus) no
cnepytowen nporpamme: 95 °C - 3 muH; 25 uunknos: 95 °C -
30¢,55°C-30c¢,72°C-30¢; oanH umkn npn 72 °C -5 MUH.

[a]

Niwrospirae; 0,4

KoHueHTpauwuio n pasmep lNLP-npoaykta onpegenanu Ha
Bioanalyzer 2100 (Agilent, CLLA).

Janee K Kaxxpomy obpasuy fo6aBnanu agantepsbl
Nextera XT Index primer (lllumina, CLLUA) nyTem amnnu-
duKaumm B peakumnoHHom cmecu: 12,5 uL KAPA HiFi Hot-
Start ReadyMix, no 5 pL kaxpgoro nHaekc-npanmepa, 10 pL
BoAbl 1 no 5 plL MUP-npoaykta. Mporpamma amnnndurka-
ymmn: 95 °C — 3 muH; 8 ymknon: 95 °C-30¢, 55°C-30¢,
72 °C-30¢; ognH umkn npun 72 °C = 5 MuH.

MUP-npogyKT fo 1 nocne fobaBneHns NHAEKCOB Obin
ouuLieH ¢ nomolbto Habopa Agencourt AMPure PCR pu-
rification kit (Beckman Coulter, Inc., CLLA).

MonyyeHHble 6MGNMOTEKN GbIIM HOPMANN3NPOBaHbI
[0 KOHUeHTpauun 4 nM n obbefnHeHbl B 06WMIA nyn.
BrbnmoTekn coeanHANY C peareHToM AJid KOHTPONA CeK-
BeHuUpoBaHua MiSeq™ PhiX Control Kit (Illumina, CLUA),
BHOCUJIN B KapTPUAK Habopa sl CEKBEHUPOBaHUS, 3a-
TEM KapTpUAX ¥ NMPOTOUHYIO AUelKy 3arpyanv B npu-
60p. Peakuunio ceKBeHNMPOBAHUA OCYLECTBAANN C NO-
MoLblo nNporpammHoro obecneverHns MiSeq™ Control
Software v2.6. [yn 6ubnnoTek cekBeHVpoBanm B Npubo-
pe MiSeq (lllumina, CLLIA) c nomouybto Habopa MiSeq re-
agent Kit V3 (300 cycle) (Illumina, CLLA).

AHanus n obpaboTtka faHHbIX Obinv MPoBefeHbl C TOMO-
LWbto NporpaMmmHoro obecneuveHna MiSeq™ Reporter Soft-
ware (Illumina, CLLA). TakcoHOMMYecKaa Knaccupukaums
ocyLlecTBAANACh NyTeM CpaBHeHUA C AaHHbIMK 16S pPHK
reHa 13 MexgyHapogHol 6a3bl iaHHbIX Greengenes Data-
base Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory (LBNL, CLLIA)
(http://greengenes.lbl.gov).

PE3YJIbTATbI U OBCYXXAEHUE

TakCOHOMUYECKYI0 MAEHTUPMKALMIO BCEX MPUCYTCTBY-
IOLLMX B KNLWIEYHOM MUKPOBMOME GaKTepuii MpOBOAMSV MO
Cefyowmm TaKCOHOMMYECKM PaHram: LLapcTeo, OTAe,
KNacc, NopafoK, CEMeNCTBO, POA U BUA.

Kak nokasaHo Ha pucyHKe 1d, 60NbLIVHCTBO ONepaTuB-
HbIX TAKCOHOMMYECKMX eANHNL, BbIABEHHbIX B GeKanusax

Puc. 1. OmHocumersbHas YucieHHoCMsb (% om obujez2o Kosu4ecmea) 0CHOB8HbIX munos 6akmepud,
06HapyKeHHbIX 8 MUKpOBUOME KUWeYHUKA KPYNHO20 p02amozo ckoma: a — abepOuH-aHzycckas nopooa

u b — mecmHole nopodel Kazaxcmaxa

Fig. 1. Relative abundance (% of the total number) of major types of bacteria detected
in the intestinal microbiome of cattle: a — Aberdeen Angus and b - local breeds of Kazakhstan
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cKoTa abepAnH-aHrycckol nopogbl, 6biIv OTHeCEHbI K cre-
ayowmm Trnam 6aktepuin: Firmicutes (55%), Proteobacte-
ria (16,8%), Actinobacteria (9,1%), Bacteroidetes (5,1%),
Euryarchaeota (3,4%), Verrucomicrobia (1,6%). MNpn 3Tom
Yy CKOTa MECTHbIX MOpoA MPeBaNvpoOBanu Takue TUMbl
6aKTepuin, Kak Firmicutes (57,1%), Proteobacteria (15,6%),
Bacteroidetes (9,8%), Actinobacteria (2,7%), Euryarchaeo-
ta (2,6%) v Verrucomicrobia (2,6%) (puc. 1b).

Kak oTmeuvatot S. Y. Mao et al. [6] n R. W. Li et al. [7],
ypesmepHoOe KOpMJIeH/E 3ePHOM KPYMHOro poratoro
CKOTa CHVXaeT YNCNIEHHOCTb NpeacTaBuTenen Tuna Bac-
teroidetes B MMKpOOGHOM COOOLLECTBE MNKLLEBAPUTENIBHOTO
TpaKTa, YTo, B CBOIO oUepesb, NPUBOAMUT K UHTEHCUBHOMY
Pa3MHOMEHUIO 1 YBENIMYEHWIO YMCNa YC/IOBHO-MATOreH-
HbIX MMKPOOpPraH1u3MoB TUNoB Firmicutes n Proteobacteria.
lMpwv NOBbILEHHON KOHLeHTpaLuy pekanbHOro Kpaxmana
HabnofaeTcs yBeMyeHne YMCeHHOCTU NpeacTaBurTe-
nen Tuna Bacteroidetes n cHuxeHne gonu Firmicutes [8].
B Hawem cnyyae KopoBam abepanH-aHIycCKol nopopabl
ckapmnusanu dypax (cunoc, ceHaxx) 6e3 pobaBneHun
KOHLEHTPMPOBAHHbIX KOPMOB. KpynHbIi poraTbiil CKOT
MEeCTHbIX NMOPOJ BbiNacanca Ha nactéulle. YCTaHOBMEHO,
YTO Y XMBOTHbIX 06X NOPOJ B CTPYKTYPE KULIEUYHOTrO
MUKpobroma 6aktepun Tunos Firmicutes n Proteobacte-
ria npeBanunpoBanu Hag Tunom Bacteroidetes. Npepctasu-
Tenu TMna Bacteroidetes ABNAIOTCA OCHOBHbIMW AeCTPYK-
TOpPaMK CJIOXKHbIX NMOJINCAaXapUAOB KNETOYHON CTeHKM
pacTeHWUn BBUAY HanMuusa y HUX MIMKO3UAFMAPONasbl
1 nonucaxapuaHor nuasbl. [ockonbKy CUHTE3UpPYyeMble
B OpraHu3me KpyrnHoro poraTtoro ckota 6aktepuamu dep-

MEHTbI CMOCOBCTBYIOT PacLLEensIeHNto 1 NepeBapuBaHuio
KNneTuyaTKn, CHUXeHne gonun Bacteroidetes moxeT npu-
BECTW K HapyLUEHMIO MPOLIECCOB MULLEBAPEHUSA Y XKNBOT-
HbIX [7, 8]. Mpwu yBennyeHny B MMKpobMoMe K1LleyHnKa
yrcna MUKpPOOPraHU3MoB TUMNoB Firmicutes, Proteobac-
teria n Cyanobacteria, yyacTByowWwmnx B nepeBapuBaHnm
1 YCBOEHMY NUTaTeIbHbIX BELeCTB KOPMOB, MPONCXOAMNT
3aMeTHoe yBeJinyeHue nokasaTeneln NnpupocTa Macchl
Tena XmBoTtHoro [9-11].

MpeacTaBneHHble Ha PUCYHKe 2 JaHHble MOKa3biBa-
I0T, UTO Ha YPOBHe GaKTepranbHbIX CEMENCTB Y KOPOB
abepanH-aHrycckom nopoabl B MMKPOOGHOM coobLlecTBe
KuwweyHvka npesanuposanu Clostridiaceae (19,7%), Lach-
nospiraceae (7,1%), Enterobacteriaceae (6,7%), Planococca-
ceae (5,9%), Moraxellaceae (4,1%), Ruminococcaceae (3,4%),
Methanobacteriaceae (3,3%), Coriobacteriaceae (2,5%),
Peptostreptococcaceae (2,1%), Corynebacteriaceae (1,8%),
Porphyromonadaceae w Erysipelotrichaceae (no 1,0%).
Y mMecTHbIX KOpoB npeobnaganu cnepywowne 6aktepu-
anbHble cemeicTBa: Clostridiaceae (15,4%), Lachnospira-
ceae (8,5%), Moraxellaceae (7,0%), Planococcaceae (6,8%),
Ruminococcaceae (5,5%), Enterobacteriaceae n Coriobac-
teriaceae (no 3,3%), Methanobacteriaceae v Veillonella-
ceae (no 2,5%), Bacteroidaceae (2,2%), Porphyromonada-
ceae (1,6%).

Mo umetowmca B nuTepaType AaHHbIM [12-14], 6aKTe-
puun cemencts Lachnospiraceae, Enterobacteriaceae, Turici-
bacteraceae v Bifidobacteriaceae ABNAOTCA AOMUHMPYOLN-
MU B MUKPOOMOTE KMLLIEYHKKA KPYMHOro poraToro CKoTa,
OCHOBHas! YaCTb PaLiOHa KOTOPOTrO COCTOUT 13 3€PHOBbIX

m abepauH-aHrycckans nopoaa
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Puc. 2. Mukpo6Hslil npogunb 6akmepudibHO20 cO0bWeCM8ad KUWeYHUKa
Ha yposHe cemelicmea KpynHO20 po2amozo ckoma abepOuH-aHaycckol U MecmHbix nopod KazaxcmaHa
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Fig. 2. Gut microbial community profile (bacterial family level) of Aberdeen Angus and local breed cattle of Kazakhtan
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Fig. 3. Gut microbial community profile (bacterial genus level) in Aberdeen Angus cattle

KynbTyp, TOria Kak npeacrasuTeneit Bacteroidaceae, Por-
phyromonadaceae, Paraprevotellaceae 3HaunTenbHo yalle
BbIABMIAT Y KMBOTHbIX, MUTaOWMXCA TpaBoin. OfgHaKo
roJlyYeHHble B HACTOALLEM UCCIIEA0BAHNMN Pe3yNbTaThbl He
NnoATBEPAMNN AaHHOe yTBepxeHue. MUKpoopraHu3mbl
cemelncTB Bacteroidaceae v Peptococcaceae, yyactsyiowjme
B CMHTE3€e BUTaMIHOB, HOpManu3yioLume npoLecc nuLiesa-
peHus, CTUMYNPYIoLLE MMMYHHYIO GYHKLMIO OpraH13ma
1 NoAaBnAioLLMeE NaToreHHble MUKPOObI, Obin 0OHapy»Ke-
Hbl B 6OJIbLLEM KOJIMYECTBE Y MECTHOrO cKoTa. CunTaercs,
4TO uncneHHOCTb Prevotellaceae B 10 pa3 6onblue y KOPOB,
KOTOPbIM CKapMMBaloT He06paboTaHHOE 3ePHO, YeM Y XK1-
BOTHbIX, MOJTyYaBLIMX UCKNOUMTENbHO dypax. Mpu npose-
[EeHVN METareHOMHOI0 aHasn3a B paMKax AaHHOM paboTbl
MMKPOOPraHU3Mbl STOFO CEMENCTBA OblNN BbIABNEHDI B He-
6onbLluom konmuyecTse (0,5%) y CKOTa MECTHBIX MOPOA,.

Ruminococcaceae siBnaeTcs Hanbonee MHOrOUUCIEH-
HbIM CEMeNCTBOM MUKPOOPraH/3MOB B COCTaBe MUKPO-
61oMa NPAMON KULIKW XMBOTHbIX, MUTAIOLLMXCA TPABOWA.
JTa rpynna 6akTepuii NCMONb3yeT NuLleBble BOOKHA
B KauecTBe UCTOYHMKA SHepruun. MNoBbleHHOe Konnye-
cTBO Ruminococcaceae v Lachnospiraceae 8 MUKpo6HOM
coobLlecTBe KMILIEYHUKA YKa3blBaeT Ha 6onee MosHyio
depmMeHTaLuio KneTyaTky, Kpaxmana u yBemyeHme ycBo-
AEMOCTV NUTaTENbHbIX BellecTs. Takke npeAcTaBUTeNAaMI
3TUX TaKCOHOB ABMAIOTCA aLeTOreHbl, KOTOPble NCMOSb3Y-
0T BOAOPOA B KauecTBe MCTOYHVKA SHePrn. YNCneHHOCTb
JaHHbIX MMKPOOPraHM3MOB YBENIMYMBAETCA NPU YMEHb-
WweHnn obpa3oBaHNA MeTaHa, YTo 1 Habnaanu B onbiTe
Yy MeCTHOrO KPYNHOro poraToro ckoTa. Y KOpoB, Haxoas-
LMXCA Ha 3ePHOBOM OTKOpMe, 6aKTepmm cemeiicTBa Rumi-
nococcaceae Npeo6pasyroT NePBUYHBIE XKENUHBIE KUCOTbI
BO BTOPUYHbIE 1 TEM CaMbIM CMOCOGCTBYIOT HOPMaSIbHOMY
nuweBapeHuto [15-171.

Bbicokaa uncneHHoctb Clostridiaceae HabnogaeTca
B TOLUEN KULIKE Y XMBOTHbIX, MOMYyYaBLWIMX KOHLEHTPU-
POBaHHble KOPMa, U Y TENAT, OTHATbIX OT KOPOB-MaTepe.
BonbwurHcTBo Npeactasutenein Clostridiaceae agnatoTca
KOMMeHCanamu 1 y4acTByioT B epeBapriBaHUN YrieBOLOB
n 6enkoB. HekoTopble Clostridiaceae, Takne Kak Clostridi-
um perfringens, ABRAOTCA NPUYNHON PAAA NHOEKLMOHHbIX
3aboneBaHuii YenoBeka 1 XKUBOTHbIX [16, 17]. BakTepun
cemeiictea Coriobacteriaceae moryT MoaynnpoBaTb MeTa-
60M13M NMNUAOB Y >KMBOTHOTO, MO3TOMY UX OOHapPYXMBa-
10T B 6ONbLIOM KONMYeCTBe Yy ObIUKOB C BbICOKUMYU MPU-
Becamu [16].

Shabat S. K. et al. yctaHoBUNM, 4TO Yy AONHbBIX KOPOB
C HauMmeHblueln 3GPEKTUBHOCTBIO NCMONIb30BaHNA KOp-
Ma B KMLWEYHOM MUKpoOGUOMe npeobnafanv MUKpPO-
opraHusmbl cemelictea Lachnospiraceae [18]. F. Li et al.
Tak)e Habnoganu, uto gona 6akTtepunn Lachnospiraceae
yBenMumMBanacb y KpynHoOro poratoro cKota ¢ HU3KoM
3pPeKTMBHOCTbIO MCNOMb30BaHMA KopMa [19]. OfgHa-
KO 3TU AaHHble He COrNacylTCa C UCCIeAOBaHNAMMU
P. R. Myer et al., KoTopble foKa3anu, 4To NpeAcTaBUTe-
N cemencTBa Lachnospiraceae 60iee MHOrOUYMCEHHDI
B COCTaBe MUKPODNOpPbl ObIYKOB C HANGONbLLMK NPU-
Becamm [20]. BozpacTtaHue uncneHHoctn Lachnospira-
ceae cnocobcTByeT 6osiee aKTUBHOMY paclyenieHmio
NMLLEBbLIX KOMMOHEHTOB 6aKTepUanbHbIMK GepMeHTamMu
B CJIENOW KULUKE, YTO MPUBOAMUT K MOBbILLEHHOMY CUHTe-
3y JIETYUUX XKUPHBIX KACIOT U yBENMYEHNIO KONTMYeCTBa
nuTaTenbHbIX BelwecTs. MHorne npegcrasutenn Lachno-
spiraceae Npov3BOAAT MUKPOOHbBI MeTabonut 6yTupar,
KOTOPbI/i ABNAETCA UCTOYHUKOM SHEPrun OnA snuTe-
NnanbHbIX KNeToK KuleyHuka [3, 14, 15]. B nposepeH-
HOM MCCNEefOBaHUN y MECTHOFO CKOTa ObiNo BbIABNEHO
6onbliee KonuuecTBo Lachnospiraceae no cpaBHeHMO
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c abeppunH-aHrycamu. Kak otmeyeHo P. R. Myer et al., unc-
NEeHHOCTb MUKPO6OB cemeiicTBa Erysipelotrichaceae 6bina
6onblue B CIEMON KNLIKe ObIYKOB C HAMBOABLINMMN NPW-
BECaMM 1 HaVMEHbLIVM CPeHeCyTOUYHbIM NoTpebneHu-
em KopMa [20]. baktepuu Erysipelotrichaceae yyacTsyioT
B MeTabonunsme nMnugoB, U COKpaLLeHNE NX KONYeCTBa
CNoco6CTBYeT NOBLILEHNWIO KULWEYHOIN NPOHNLAeMOCTU
1 pa3BuTUIO BocnaneHusa [15]. laHHble MMKpOOpraHn3mbl
6bIIM BbIABMIEHbI Y BCEX KOPOB abephrH-aHIycCKo no-
POAbI 1 O[HOrO XNBOTHOIO MeCTHOM Nopogbl. CemencTso
Enterobacteriaceae BkniovaeT B cebs, Hapagy ¢ 6e3Bpen-
HbIMV CUMOMOHTaMW, N3BECTHble NaToreHbl [16]. B Hawem
nccnepoBaHumM 6aktepun poga Serratia 6binn 06Hapyxe-
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Fig. 4. Gut microbial community profile (bacterial genus level)
in local breed cattle

58

Hbl y abepnH-aHrycoB B 2,3% cnyyaeB 1 y KOPOB MecCT-
Hol nopogbl — B 0,9%, 6akTepun poga Escherichia biaB-
NeHbl y BCEX XMBOTHbIX NopoAbl abepamnH-aHryc (2,6%)
Ny OfHOI KOPOBbl MeCTHOW nopopbl (1,2%). N3BecTHo,
YTO MUKPOOpPraHu3mbl Escherichia TOpMO3AT KMLLEYHBIN
TPaH3UT 1 ABUraTeNibHYI0 aKTUBHOCTb KuleyHrKa [21],
npepctaBuTeny popos Escherichia v Streptococcus npogay-
LMpPYIOT TOKCUYHble coepnHeHna [20]. Kak nokasasno uc-
cnepoBaHue, Hanbonee MHOrOUKCIEHHbBIM BULOM MUKPO-
OpPraH13MOoB 13 0OHAPYKEHHbIX Y BCeX abepnH-aHTyCcoB
1y BYX FrOJIOB MECTHOTO CKOTa 6bina Escherichia albertii,
oTnuyatowanca ot Escherichia coli Hannunem gONONHK-
TenlbHOro eae reHa [22]. Escherichia coli BbiaBMAY TONbKO
y OHOW rofioBbl MecTHOro ckoTa (0,3%). MNpu nccneposa-
HUM NPo6 deKanunin MecTHOro CKoTa y OAHOrO »KNBOTHO-
ro 6bin BbiABAeH reHoMm 6akTepuin Clostridiaceae (1,3%).
[lonsa KMeYHoW NasioyKy CyLecTBEHHO YBeNMYBaeTCA
npu BOCManuUTEbHbIX NPOLieccax B KULWEYHVKe, YTOo Npu-
BOAUT K ANCOGaKTepunosy. Y KopoB., B CTPYKType paunoHa
KOTOpbIX Npeobnagaert 3epHo, HabnoJann yBenmyeHne
yncna nonynAunin natoreHHbix Escherichia coli v Clostri-
dium perfringens B py6ue 1 3agHen Kuwke [7].

PonoBoi npodunb 6akTepuii, BbIABNEHHbIX Y KOPOB
abeparH-aHryCcCKOM 1 MecTHOU nopof, oTobpaxeH Ha
pucyHKax 3 n 4.

Kak nokasaHo Ha pucyHke 3, poabl 6aktepuin Alka-
liphilus (7,0%), Clostridium (6,6%), Acinetobacter (4,1%),
Solibacillus (4,2%), Blautia (3,2%), Colomator n Methano-
brevibacter (3,0%), Serratia (2,3%), Ruminococcus (2,2%),
Escherichia (2,6%) 6bl OCHOBHbBIMI TAaKCOHAaMWN MUKPO-
61MOMa NMPAMON KULWKK Yy KPYMHOro poratoro ckoTa
abepanH-aHrycckon nopogbl. Y Kpynoro poratoro ckoTa
MeCTHbIX MOpof NpeBanupoBanu pogbl 6aktepuin Clostri-
dium (7,5%), Acinetobacter (7,0%), Blautia (3,7%), Solibacil-
lus (2,7%), Alkaliphilus n Colomator (2,6%), Ruminococcus
n Oscillospira (2,5%), Escherichia (1,2%) (pwuc. 4).

MeTaH, obpa3syemblit HacensawWUMM pybeL, KpynHoro
poraToro ckoTa MeTaHOreHHbIMK 6akTepuaAMY, ABNAeTCA
OQHWM 13 MCTOYHMKOB 3arpasHeHna atmocdepbl [23]. Poa
6akTepuit Methanobrevibacter 6bin 06Hapy»eH y BCeX KO-
poB abepAnH-aHIyCCKO MOpoAbl Uy ABYX FOJIOB MECTHO-
ro ckota, pog Methanosphaera BbisiBNeH TONbKO Y OAHOM
KOPOBblI MECTHOW NopoAbl.

MpepcTaButenu popa Lactobacillus 6binn o6Hapyxe-
Hbl TONIbKO Y ABYX XMBOTHbIX abephnH-aHryCCKO Nopo-
Abl. JTakTo6auunibl NpoayunpyloT MONIOYHYIO KACTOTY
(nakTaT) B KauecTBe OCHOBHOIO KOHEYHOro NMpoAyKTa
yrneBofHoro Metabonvsma v yyacTByT B BMOTpaHC-
bopmaumnm xenuHbix Kucnot. MNpu npoBegeHUn Ha-
cToAwWero uccnegoBaHns 6aktepum popos Lactobacil-
lus, Streptococcus n Sharpea 6binn BbIABNEHbI Y OfHOM
KOPOBbI MeCTHOI nopopfbl, Selenomonas o6HapyxeH
y ABYX FOJIOB MECTHOTO CKOTa. MUKpoopraHm3mbl poja
Ruminococcus y4acTBYIOT B pPa3fioXKeHMW nosvcaxapu-
fos [15, 17]. Kak noka3blBaloT nnTepaTypHble JaHHble,
YMCNeHHOCTb Ruminococcus 6biBaeT 3HauUUTENLHO 60Mb-
e Yy XKMBOTHbIX, MONyYaloWwmx 3epHo, Toraa Kak Soliba-
cillus v Acinetobacter yalle BbIABAAIOT Y KOPOB, KOTOPbIM
CKapMnmBatoT Tpasy [3, 16], uTo cornacyercs C pesynbTa-
TaMU HaLLIMX SKCMEePUMEHTOB.

3BeCTHO, UTO MMKPOOPraHn3Mbl POAOB Streptococcus
n Bifidobacterium npeo6nagatoT B MUKPOOHOM coobuie-
CTBE KUMLIEYHMKa KPYMHOro pOraToro CKoTa, NoJlyyaBLLIEero
PaLMOH C BbICOKOW Aonel 3epHa 1 nNpu aunpo3se pyobua.
[laHHble 6aKTepun NPOV3BOAAT MOJIOYHYIO KUCIIOTY B pe-
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3ynbTaTe depmMeHTaLun Kpaxmana B pybue [14, 16]. Bifido-
bacterium Takxe 061afaoT aHTUMUKPOOHO aKTUBHOCTbIO,
npowv3BogAT auetat [14, 15]. B Hawem nccnegoBaHum Tonb-
KO Y OIHOI KOPOBbI MECTHOW MOPOAbI MPUCYTCTBOBAN
npeacTaBUTENI AAaHHbIX POJOB.

MukpoopraHu3ambl pogos Butyrivibrio n Blautia yacto
BCTpeyvatoTca y 6blukoB npu 3ddekTriBHOM oTKopMme [11].
BakTepwuu Butyrivibrio pa3naratot nekTuH, geHnnanaHuH,
TUPO3VH 1 TpuntodaH [12, 15]. Obwien yepTor bakTepuii
popa Blautia anaeTcsa yTunmnsaumsa BOAOPOAA 1 MoK
yrnepofa 1 cnocobHOCTb NpoayLUMpoBaThb aLeTaT (yKcyc-
HYI0 KUC/IOTY) BO BPeMs pacLUenieHns CIIOKHbIX YTIeBOLOB.
bakTepun pona Akkermansia Npon3BOAST XKMUPHblE KUCO-
Thbl, TaKMe KaK aLeTart, mponuoHaT 1 6ytrpat. YncneHHoCTb
AKKEPMaHCUI CHXKAEeTCA Ha poHe BoCnanmTesbHbIX 3a60-
neBaHui KnweuHuka [15, 20]. baktepun popa Lysinibacillus
B MpoLiecce MeTabonm3ma pasfnyHbIX CaxapoB 1 MPOCTbIX
yrneBoAoB ncnosnb3yioT Kucnopog. Alcaliphilus peptidifer-
mentans — MMKPOOpPraHn3m, GepmMeHTUPYOLMIA NenTuabl
1 cnocobHbI BocctaHaBnmath Fe (IIl) [24], 6bin BbiABNEH
y Tpex abepnH-aHrycoB 1 iBYX FO/I0B MECTHOTO CKOTa.

Y )KMBOTHBbIX, NMOMYYaBLUNX KOHLIEHTPUPOBaHHbIE KOp-
Ma, NpefcTaBuTeny bakTepuanbHoro poga Prevotella siB-
NATCA OCHOBHBIMU NMPOAYLIEHTaMV NPOMMOHATa U CyKLK-
HaTa [7]. Prevotella pacwennsaeT nonucaxapuabl n 6enku,
npucyTcTByeT B pybue n cnocobHa a¢pdeKTUBHO pacTu
B Kncnowm cpege npv pH 5,1 [12, 14]. YncneHHOCTb AaHHbIX
6GaKTepui yBeNIMUMBaAETCA NPU MHIMOMPOBAHUN METAHOTe-
He3a. Kpome Toro, npeBoTenia cnocobHa pasnaraTb Nek-
TUH U ABNSIETCA NOCTaBLUMKOM MeTaHona B pybue [12, 23].
BakTepuu 3Toro poga 66111 BbiAABAEHbI TOSIbKO Y ABYX KO-
OB MeCTHOW Nopofbl.

3AKNIOYEHKE

Takrm 06pa3om, B ccrefoBaHusx Obina onpeaeneHa
TaKCOHOMMYECKas CTPYKTypa 1 NpoBefeHa CpaBHUTENb-
HasA XapaKTepucTnKa 6akTepuanbHOro MMKpobroma Ku-
LeYHMKa MMMOPTHBIX M MECTHbIX MOPOA KPYMHOro pora-
TOro CKoTa.

MNpeobnapaHne 6akTepuanbHoro Tuna Euryarchaeo-
ta'y abepH-aHIyCOB B CPaBHEHWW C MECTHbIM CKOTOM
CBUAETENbCTBYET O MOBbIWEHHOM 06pa3oBaHUK Me-
TaHa. Tak, MeTaHOreHHble 6akTepun pogos Methano-
brevibacter 1 Methanosphaera Jalye BbIABRANM y CKOTa
abepauH-aHrycckon nopogabl. bakTepuanbHble cemelicTBa
Lachnospiraceae v Blautia npeBanupoBanu B KALIEYHOM
MUKPOOIOME MECTHOIO CKOTa, YTO NMOKa3bIBaeT ero npe-
MMyLLEeCTBO Haf abepAnH-aHrycaMu, Tak Kak JaHHble ce-
MeNncTBa ABNATCA alueToreHamn. MMKpoopraHusmsbl ce-
melncTBa Prevotellaceae, Takxe ABnAoLWwyecsa aLeToreHamm,
06HapyKeHbl TONbKO Y MECTHOTO CKOTa.

YcnoBHO-NaToreHHble MUKPOOPraH13Mbl pofa Serratia
ObINN BbIABJIEHDBI Y BCEX UCCIIelyeMbIX MMMOPTHbBIX KOPOB.
Y 0HOT0 >KMBOTHOFO MEeCTHOW NopoAbl 06Hapyxunu Esch-
erichia colin 6akTtepun popga Serratia, eLie y ofHOM KOPOBbI
Bbiasunu Clostridium perfringens.

MpepctaBuTenn cemencTs Bacteroidaceae v Peptococca-
cede npeobnafiany B MMKPOOHOM COOBLLECTBE KMLLEYHMKA
MeCTHoro ckoTa. bakTepuu cemelictsa Prevotellaceae 6binn
BbIAIB/IEHbl TOJIbKO Y KOPOB MECTHOI Nopofbl, KOTOpble
VIMenu BbICOKMe npusechl. [NpeactaButenn cemencts Rumi-
nococcaceae n Coriobacteriaceae npeBanvpoBanu y MecT-
HOro cKoTa. [laHHble MUKPOOPraHU3Mbl HOPMaNU3yT
nrieBapeHie, yBENMYMBAIOT YCBOAEMOCTb MTATENbHbIX
BELLECTB U, KaK CNeACTBUE, MOBBILLAIOT MPUBECHI Y XKUBOT-

HbIx. BakTepun popa Bifidobacterium 6biny 06HapyXeHbl
Y OfHOV FONIOBbI MECTHOTO KPYMHOTO POraToro CKoTa.

Takum 06pa3om, pesynbTaTbl UCCNe[0BaHMA NOKa3anu,
YTO B KMLIEYHOM MUKPOOMOME KPYMHOrO poratoro ckota
MECTHbIX MOPOJ, B MEHbLLEM KOJIMYECTBE COAEPKATCA Me-
TaHOTeHbI 1 LIMPOKO MPEeACTaBNEHbI aLETOreHbl, a TaKXKe
BbIAB/IEH PAJ NATOreHOB, YTO, BUAMMO, CBA3aHO C NacT-
GVILLHBIM COAEPKAHNEM.
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