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CpaBHuUTEeNnbHaqa oueHka MUKPOOHOro cocrtasa pyoua

KPYNHOIro 1 MeJIKOro poratoro ckorta

A. A. HUKAHOBA, O. A. APTEMbEBA, E. H. KOJIOAUWHA, M. B. OBbIAEHKOBA
denepasnbHbIvi NICCNeao0BaTeIbCKUi LIEHTP XUBOTHOBOACTBA — BVK numenn akagemuka J1.K. SpHcTa, noc. Aybposuubi, 60, MNogosns-
ckuii p-H, MockoBckasi 06:1., 142132, Poccurickas @eaepaums

Pe3tome. PaboTy npoBOAMAN C LLENBIO N3YHEHUSI N CPaBHEHUS MUKPOOHOro cocTasa pybua KpynHOro n Meakoro poratoro ckorta
Ons fanbHelwen OLeHK BO3MOXHOCTM UCMOMb30BaHUS MUKPOOPraHM3MOB, yiyydlialoLwmx pybuosbiin MeTabonmam. Ons uccne-
[oBaHU oTobmpanu npobbl pybLOBOro COAePXMMOro oT Menkoro poratoro ckota (MPC) pasHbix FeHOTUMOB M KPYNMHOro poraTtoro
ckoTta (KPC) cumMeHTanbckol nopoabl ¢ cobnoaeHnem TpeboBaHuin acenTuk COOTBETCTBEHHO Yepesd ductyny un nocne ybos.
OCHOBHbIE FPyNMbl MUKPOOPraHN3MOB BbIAEANM MyTEM BbiceEBa 06bema ob6pasLia Ha NioTHble auddepeHunanbHO-ANarHoCcTu-
yeckue cpenpbl ¢ ganbHelwen naeHtndrkaumnei. B pybLoBoM coaepXnMmom oBew, POMaHOBCKOM Nopoabl Ob110 06HaPY>XeHO Han-
Gonbluee konuyecTso Bifidobacterium sp. (6,13+0,64 Log,, KOE/mn), Lactobacillus sp. (6,18+0,06 Log,, KOE/mn), Enterococcus
sp. (5,49+0,21 Log,, KOE/mn) n apoxokenono6Heix rpnbos (3,47+0,15 Log, , KOE/mn), no cpasHeHwuio ¢ apyrumu rpynnamu MPC
1 KPC. HanmeHbmne konnyectsa Lactobacillus sp. (6,13+0,64 Log,, KOE/mn), Enterococcus sp. (6,13+0,64 Log,, KOE/mn), lac+
nlac- E. coli (6,13+0,64 Log,, KOE/mn) oTmedeHo B py6Losom coaepxumom MPC reHotuna 1/16 apxap (A) x 3/16 pomaHosckas
(P) x 8/16 katapguH (K). CooTHoweHuMe lac- k lac+ E. coliy oBeL, rpynn P, PxkapayaeBckas (Kap), PxK, AxP, 1/8Ax3/8Px4/8K Ha-
xoamnock Ha ogHom ypoBHe. Y KPC BennymHa aToro nokasatens 6bia pasHa 0,92, y MPC reHoTtuna 1/32Ax7/32Px8/32 mydioH
(M)x16/32K — 4,64. Npu atom y MPC aToro reHotuna oTMe4yeHo Hanbosbllee Konn4ecTso 6aktepuii poga Ruminococcus, a'y
KPC unx 6bino goctoBepHo (p=0,05) 6onblue, 4em B pybue oBel, pOMaHOBCKOM nopoabl. B pybue oBel, poMaHOBCKOM noponbl
6b110 OGHAPYXEHO MaKCUMasbHOE B OMbiTe KOMYecTBo E. coli (4,65+0,44 Log,, KOE/mn), npu cooTHoweHun lac+ u lac- E. coli
1,08. leHOTUM XNBOTHOIO BANSIET HA COOTHOLLEHNe BakTepuin B pyOLLOBOM coaepXxnmom. M3 pybuoBoii XnakocTn 6bis noslyvyeH
21 wramm gpoxokent Rhodotorula n Candida.
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Comparative assessment of the microbial composition of the rumen of cattle and
small ruminants

D. A. Nikanova, O. A. Artemyeva, E. N. Kolodina, M. V. Dovydenkova
Federal Research Center for Animal Husbandry named after Academy Member L.K. Ernst, pos. Dubrovitsy, 60, Podol’sk, Moskovskaya
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Abstract. The aim of the work was to study and compare the microbial composition of the rumen of cattle and small ruminants for
further evaluation of the possibility of using microorganisms that improve ruminal metabolism. For the studies, samples of rumen
contents were collected from small ruminants of different genotypes and Simmental cattle in compliance with aseptic requirements,
respectively, through a fistula and after slaughter. The main groups of microorganisms were isolated by seeding the sample volume
onto dense differential diagnostic media with subsequent identification. The highest number of Bifidobacterium sp. (6.13+0.64
Log,, CFU/ml), Lactobacillus sp. (6.18+0.06 Log,, CFU/ml), Enterococcus sp. (5.49+0.21 Log,, CFU/mI) and yeast-like fungi
(3.47£0.15 Log,, CFU/mI) were found in the rumen contents of Romanov sheep, compared to other groups of small ruminants
and cattle. The lowest amounts of Lactobacillus sp. (6.13+0.64 Log,,CFU/ml), Enterococcus sp. (6.13+0.64 Log,, CFU/ml), lac+
and lac- E. coli (6.13+0.64 Log,, CFU/ml) were observed in the rumen contents of small ruminants of the genotype 1/16 argali
(A) x 3/16 romanovskaya (R) x 8/16 kathadin (K). The ratio of lac- to lac+ E. coli in sheep of groups R, RxKarachaevskaya (Kar),
RxK, AxR, 1/8Ax3/8Rx4/8K was at the same level. In cattle, the value of this indicator was 0.92, in small cattle of the genotype
1/32A%x7/32R%8/32 mouflon (M)x16/32K — 4.64. At the same time, small cattle of this genotype had the highest number of bacteria
of the genus Ruminococcus, and in cattle there were significantly (p>0.05) more of them than in the rumen of Romanov sheep. The
maximum amount of E. coliin the experiment (4.65£0.44 Log,, CFU/ml) was found in the rumen of Romanov sheep, with a ratio of
lac+ and lac- E. coli of 1.08. The animal’s genotype affects the ratio of bacteria in the rumen contents. 21 strains of Rhodotorula
and Candida yeasts were obtained from the rumen fluid.
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XNBOTHOBOAYECKOW oTpacnun. CornacHo pesynbta-

Tam noucka B cucteme PubMed 3a nocnenHue 5 net
661110 onybnukosaHo 193 cTaTbu, B KOTOPbLIX UCCNenoBa-
Ha MukpobuoTa pybua osel, 1 466 cTaTeil No U3yHeHUIO
MUKPOBMOTHI pybLa kopoB. MukpoopraHmamsel pyoua
npencTaBfieHbl B OCHOBHOM 065uratHbiMM aHaspobamm
(6akTepuu, npocTenLLne, apxen n rpubsl), a HanbonbLuas
4acTb MUKPOBHOW MONyNAUUN NPUXOANTCS Ha BakTepun
[1]. N3BecTHO, 4TO XBayHbIE XMBOTHbIE poXaaloTcs 6e3
HakTepuii B pybLie, HO MUKPOOPraHn3Mbl N3 OKPY>XKatoLLLel
cpenbl BCKOpPEe NPOHNKAIOT U KOTOHU3UPYIOT ero [2].

prnglVl 1N MENKWNI poraTblii CKOT — BaXHble 0O BbEKTbI

Hoctmkenus Hayky 1 TexHukn ATTK. 2024, T. 38. No 9

B uccnepoBaHuax Islam M. 1 coaBT. Ha 6blykax ron-
LUTUHCKO 1 AXKepPCUINCKOon nopoabl 6610 Aoka3aHo, YTo
obuwas MmukpobuoTa pybua naMeHsnack B 3aBUCUMOCTH
OT ce3oHa y obenx nopog [3]. 3umolii B ee cocTaBe aoo-
MUHUpoBanu Carnobacterium jeotgali n Ruminococcus
bromii, netom — Paludibacter propionicigenes. Y
oxepcuincknx 6bl4koB npeobnagann Capnocytophaga
cynodegmi, Barnesiella viscericola v Flintibacter
butyricus, a y XVUBOTHbIX FOJILUTUHCKOW Nopoabl —
Succinivibrio dextrinosolvens v Gilliamella bombicola.
Mpn nccnegoBaHnn BAMAHUA TeNIoBoro crtpecca (HS)
Ha KOHUEHTpaunio MUKpoburoThel B pybLe kopos Correia
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Sales G. F. n coaBT. BbIIBUIN B TAKUX YCIOBUAX HaU-
MeHbLUee pa3Hoobpasne NpokapmoToB, HU3KYIO OTHO-
CUTEJNbHYIO YNCNEHHOCTb POAoB Flavonifractor (1,4 %),
Treponema (0,6 %) n Ruminococcus (0,9 %), BbICOKYIO
— Carnobacterium (7,7 %) [4].

B nccneposaHum Zhang Y. K. n coaBT. 6bI10
YyCTaHOBJ/IEHO, YTO Ha MUKPOOBMOTY OBeL, Nopoabl
Xy BnusieT notpebneHue kopma [5]. OBUbI C BbICO-
KMM ocTaTo4HbiM notpebneHnem kopma (RFI) oT-
nnyanucb 6onee BbICOKOW YNCEHHOCTbIO BakTepu-
anbHbIX TaKCOHOB Prevotellaceae, Negativicutes n
Selenomonadales, a TakcoH Succinivibrio 6bin Hanbonee
pacnpoCTPaHEH Y XUBOTHbIX C HU3KUM OCTATOYHbIM
notpebneHnem kopma. Kpome T0oro, 661710 NokasaHo,
4To ymcneHHocTb Veillonellaceae, Sphaerochaeta,
Negativibacillus, Saccharofermentans v npencraBuTe-
nen Tenericutes, Kiritimatiellaeota, Deltaproteobacteria,
Campylobacterales koppenupyeTt ¢ knaccudukaumen
RFI oBey, 1, Takum 06pa3om, ykasbiBaeT Ha UX POJib B
NMPOAYKTUBHOCTU XMBOTHLIX. B pabotax Vahidi M.F. n
COaBT. nokasaHa npeob6nagatwouias ponb Treponema
n Butyrivibrio B opmMnpoBaHnM MUKPOBHOro pasHoo-
Opas3usa pybua oBel. Takxke Obina BbiiB/ieHa pas3Huua
B CKOPOCTM KOJNloHM3auum pybua B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT
cofepXaHusa B KOpMax HenTpasnbHO-AEeTEePreHTHOM
KNeT4aTKM 1 Lennionosbl. Pe3ynbTaTbl KOPPENSLMOHHOIO
aHanmM3a CBUAETENbCTBYIOT O 3HAYUTENIbHOM BKage
Lachnospiraceae v Veillonellaceae B perpagaumio Knet-
yaTku B pybue osew, [6].

B npoBeaeHHbIX UCCrnefoBaHusaxX MUKPOOMOThI pybua
XXBAYHbIX XXUBOTHbIX, KaK NPaBuio, Udy4anu OANH BUL,
1 NOPOAY XUBOTHbIX U HE CPaBHUBaNN MUKPOOUOTY UX
pasHbix BUAO0B. Tonbko Glendinning L. n coasT. B CBOUX
nccnefoBaHUaX NPoOBENN MeTareHOMHbIN aHanns 06-
pasuoB, B3AThIX U3 coaepXxmmoro pybua kopos (Bos
taurus), oBew, (Ovis aries), ceBepHOro oneHsa (Rangifer
tarandus) n 6naropogHoro oneHs (Cervus elaphus).
Mpw 3TOM 61N 0OHAPYXEHbI CYLLLECTBEHHbIE PA3MNyns
MeXAYy MUKPOONOTOWN pasHbIX BUAOB XBAYHbIX XUBOT-
HbIX C TOYKW 3peHUs 0BUNNA MUKPOOHON TaKCOHOMUMU
M FeHOB YyrneBoA-akTuBHbix depmeHTOB [7]. Cpean
BaYHbIX XNBOTHbIX HaMbosiee MHOrO4YUCIEHHBIM TUMOM
Obinn Bacteroidetes (y osel, — 64 %, y kopoB — 65 %),
BTOPbLIM MO YNCNEHHOCTU — Firmicutes (y osel, — 29 %,
y KOpoB — 26 %) [7].

MpencrtaButenn ponos Fibrobacter n Ruminococcus —
npeobnagatouive 6akTepun, nepesapmBaloLLmMe KiieT4ar-
Ky B pybLe, B4acTHOCTU BUAkl Fibrobacter succinogenes,
Ruminococcus flavefaciens n Ruminococcus albus
[8]. Budnpobaktepnn nNpon3BoaAT LUMPOKUIA CMEKTP
depMeHTOB, KOTOPblE CMOCOOHbLI MOAUDULNPOBATL
1 obneryatb MeTabonM3M MULLEBbLIX Yr1eBOA0OB. ITO
no3sonsgeT npeacrtaBuTendam popna Bifidobacterium
13BneKaTb 93HEPruto n cnocobcecTeyeT apPeKTUBHOCTHU
KOPMJIEHUSA MPU UCMOb30BAHUN BbICOKOSHEPreTn-
4yeckoro pauuoHa. YcTaHoBNEHO, 4To B pybLue oBel,
noTpedbnsawowmx 60Nbllue KOHLUEHTPATOB, KOJMYECTBO

Tabnuua 1. Cxema akcnepumeHTa

6ndnpobakTepnii 3Ha4MTENBHO Bbiwe [9]. MeHbLuas
YNCNEHHOCTb MNATOreHHbIX 6akTePUii B pyoLLe KITMHNUYECKN
30,0pOBbLIX KOPOB CBA3aHa C 6oJsiee BLICOKUM coaepxa-
HMeM npeacTasuTenen cemenctea Bifidobacteriaceae,
obnagarlmnx SpKo BbiPpaXEHHbIMU aHTUMUKPOOHBLIMU
csorictBamu [10]. AHanm3 pe3ynbTaToB, NOJAy4yeHHbIX Ma
Y. U coaBT. BbiiBUI GUONOrMYeckne n ctaTucTmieckme
koppensauun (p<0,001) mexnay Lactobacillus v lwiecTbio
MeTabonutamu, Bkoyvas dymaposyio kucnoty [11]. B
TO Xe BpeMs B uccneposaHusax Jlantesa I'. KO. n coasr.
OTMEYEHO yBenuyeHne B pybue KIMHUYEeCKM 300P0BbIX
KopoB Lactobacillaceae — npoayueHToB naktata [10].
MwukpoopraHmamsel pybLia MoryT ruaponmaoathb 1 dep-
MEHTMPOBATb LENN03HbIe NoanMepsl [12]. Baktepun
cemencTBa Enterobacteriaceae LULMPOKO BCTPEYAIOTCH B
npupoze, B NOYBE, PACTEHUSAX U MOTYT ObITb 3aHECEHDI
B pybey, ¢ TpaBoli 1 conioMoii. Pe3aynbTaThl nccneno-
BaHun Khafipour E. n coaBT. CBUAETENLCTBYIOT O TOM,
4YTO NOAOCTPbLIN aunao3 pyobua MoxeT ObiTb CBA3aH C
BOCNa/INTENIbHON peakumen U NOBbILWEHHbIM coaepXxa-
HueM E. colis py6ue [13]. Mo nanHbiM Aditya A. 1 coasrT.,
MeTabonutel Lactobacillus spp. cnocobHbl NOAAaBNSATb
3HTeporemopparunyeckyto Escherichia coli B pybL0BO
xunpokoctu [14].

Llenb nccnepoBaHna — U3yvyeHne U CpaBHEHNE MU-
KPOOHOro cocTaBa pybua KpyrnHoro n Meakoro poratoro
CKOTa On4 fanbHenwemn oLeHKN BO3MOXHOCTN UCMOJIb-
30BaHUS MUKPOOPraHM3MOB, yNy4llalwmx pyoLoBbIi
MeTabonnsam.

Ycnoeus, matepuansl u MeToabl. PaboTy NpoBo-
ounn Ha 6ase ¢usuronormdeckoro asopa MreHY dULL
BVX um J1.K. OpHcTa (n. Aybposuubl, MoCkoBCKOM
obnactu). Menkuii poraTblii CKOT (OBeL,) oTéupanu no
reHoTuny. )XnBOTHble ObIIN OAHOIO BO3pacTa v nona,
MX COOEpXanu B UHOMBMAYANbHbIX CTONax. KopmneHne
ocyuiecTsnanu 2 pasa B cyTkn. OCHOBHOI paLnOH CO-
CTOS11 N3 ceHa 1 Kombukopma. ns KoHTpons pyobL,oBOro
nviiesapeHns n otbopa o6pasL,oB UX NPOONepupoBanu
C HanoxeHuem ducTyn pybua no B. A. bBacosy.

KpynHbin poraTtbii CKOT cofepxanu B MHOUBUAY-
anbHbIX cTonax. OCHOBHOW pauUWOH COCTOSAN U3 KOp-
MOCMECU — CEHaX OOHOJIETHUX U MHOIOJIETHUX TPas.,
KYKYPY3HbI CUI0C, XXOM CBEKJIOBUYHbIN CYyXOW, naTtoka
1 KOMOBUKOPM.

M3 XMBOTHbIX OblIM COOPMUPOBAHbI OMbITHLIE FPYTTbI
pasnu4yHoro reHotuna (tabn. 1). MIx paymoHbl COOT-
BeTCTBOBaNIN TPebOBaHUAM MO NnokasaTesisiM aHepre-
TUYECKOW U MUTATENbHOM LLEHHOCTN As KaX40ro Bnaa,
BO3pacTa un macchbl (Hopmbl v paLoHbl KOPMJIIEHUS CEJlb-
CKOXO351iCTBEHHbIX XXNBOTHbIX. CripaBo4Hoe rnocobue /
3-e nsnaHve nepepaboTaHHOE 1 4OMNOJIHEHHOE;, 1104 PEA.
A. I. Kanawnxukosa, B. V. ®ucuHuHa B. B. Lllernosa n
Aap. M.: Poccenbxo3akaaemus, 2003. 456 c.).

Copepxumoe pybLa y XMBOTHBIX C HaIOXEHHbIMU
ductynamm (20...30 r, N0 3 NOBTOPHOCTU OT Kaxaoro
XMBOTHOro) oTbupanu ¢ cobnogeHnem TpeboBaHuUi
acenTuKM BPYYHYIO C UCMONb30BaHNEM LWnpuua XKaHa.

Bung Fpynna FreHorun 06‘:)‘;%”‘:) B
KPC Cum CUMMEHTanbckas 6
MPC P pomaHoBckast 6
PxKap pomaHoBckas (75 %) x kapayaeBckas 5
PxK pomaHoBckas (75 %) x kataguH 5
AxP apxap X pomMaHoBCKas 13
1/8Ax3/8Px4/8K 1/8 apxap x 3/8 pomaHoBckas x 4/8 kataguH 4
1/16Ax3/16P%x8/16K 1/16 apxap x 3/16 pomaHoBckas x 8/16 kaTaanH 4
1/32A%x7/32Px8/32Mx16/32K 1/32 apxap x 7/32 pomaHoBckada x 8/32 mybnoH x 16/32 kataauH 4
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OT KPC pybuoBOE coaepxu-
moe (20...30r, no 3 noBTOp-
HOCTW OT KaXaow ocobun)
oTbupann nocne yb6os, ¢
cobnoaeHnemMm TpeboBaHUin
acenTukn, Yepesa Hagpes B
cTeHke pybua.

OCHOBHbIE FpynMbl Kyfb-
TUBUPYEMbBIX MUKPOOPraHn3-
MOB BblOenanm nyTem BbiceBa
pybLOBOro COAEpPXMUMOTOo
MEeTOLOM [EeCATUKPaTHBbIX
passeneHuin Ha 0,9 %-Hom
duranonorn4eckom pacteope
Cc nocnenywowmuM NoBepx-
HOCTHbIM noceBoM 0,2 mn
nnum FJ'Iy6I/IHHbIM noceBsom

MPC (1/32A =7/32 P =8/32 I =16/32 K)

MPC (1/16A =3/16 P = 8/16 K)

MPC (1/8 A =x3/8 P x4/8 K)

MPC (AxP)

MPC (P (75%)xK)

MPC (P (75%)xKap)

MPC (P)

KPC

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

no 1 mMa Ha NAOTHbIE MU-
TaTesnbHbIe cpenbl: oblee
MUKPOBHOE YMCo — Ha MIMA;  L09:o KOE/mn.
MOJIOHHOKUCIIbIE MUKPOOopraHnambl (Lactobacillus spp.
n Bifidobacterium spp.) — Ha MRS n budwnaym-cpeny;
GakTepuii poaa KMLIEYHOW nanoykm — Ha OHOo-MPM;
QHTEPOKOKKU (Enterococcus spp.) — Ha 3HTEPOKOKKarap;
OPOXOKU, OPOXKEenoaoOHbIe 1 ninecHeBble rpudbl — HA
arap Cabypo ¢ no6asneHuem 5 % tennyputa kanus, YPD-
arap. NoceBbl MHKYGUPOBaIW B TepMocTaTe Npu Temne-
patype 35...39 °C ana 6aktepuin n 28...32 °C gnsa rpnbos
B Te4YEeHMe COOTBETCTBEHHO 24...48 4 n 2...7 cyTok. lNo-
c/ie KyIbTUBMPOBAHMA NPOBOAUM NOACHET KONMYecTBa
konoHneobpasywwmx eguHny, (KOE/r). Hannuve uen-
JII0STI030/IMTUYECKMX MUKPOOPraHn3mMoB (Ruminococcus
Spp.) onpenensanu B cpeaax ¢ Lessosio30n n pyouoBoi
XNOKOCTbIO MO MeToay XaHrenTta n letunHcona [9]. MNo-
CEeBbl Ky/IbTUBUPOBAIV B CTPOr0 aHadPOOHbIX YC/IOBUSX B
nHky6aTtope CO, (INC 108, MEMMERT) ¢ yposHem CO,
-5 % npu temnepatype 37 °C.

Ona onpeneneHnsg BmaoBOn NpUHannexHoOCTu ¢
NOBEPXHOCTU MJIOTHON anddepeHLmnanbHO-ANarHoCcTn-
yeckoi cpeabl 0oTOMpanu ot 3 0o 5 0ANHaAKOBLIX MO MOP-
dOTUNY N30NUPOBAHHbBIX KOJIOHUA 1 NPOBOLAUIN CEPUIO
nocnenoBaTeslbHbIX NEPEeCceBOB A1 NOJIYHEHUS YNCTbIX
KynbTyp. BnooByto ngeHtmdmkaumio MMKPOOpPraH3mMoB
OCYLLLECTBASANN, OLEeHMBasA MOPDONOrunio U MMKPOCKOMUIO
KOJIOHWIA, pe3ynbTaTbl GUOXUMUYECKON NOEHTUdUKaLMN
Ha MuUkpobuonornyecknx cpepgax («d®BYH MHL, npu-
KnagHon Mukpobuosiorun n 6uotTexHonorum», MockoB-
ckas 06n., «Himedia», MHOoua) n naHenax TecT-cuctem
(«BioMerieux», ®paHuus).

Puc. 1. YucneHHoctb Ruminococcus sp. B coaepxxumom pybua KPC n MPC pa3Horo reHoTMna,

MonyyeHHble pe3ynbTaThl 06pabaTbiBany GuoMmeTpu-
4yeckM MeToaoM amucrnepcuoHHoro aHanmsa (ANOVA) ¢
ncnonb3oBaHmeM nporpammbl STATISTICA, version 13,
StatSoft, Inc., 2011 (www.statsoft.com). Paznuuna cumta-
11 BbICOKOA0CTOBEPHbIMY Mpr 2p>0,001 n gocTOBEPHBIMYA
npwu °p>0,01; °p=0,05.

Pe3ynbTaTtbl U 006cyXxaeHue. MnkpoOHbIA Co-
ctaB pybua 3aBucen OT NOpPoAbl U FEHOTUM XMBOT-
HbiX, @ pybuoBas dpakumna (knakas u TBepgas) Ha
MUKPOOHLI Npodunb He Basana. Tak, YACNEHHOCTb
6akTepuii poga Ruminococcus B pybue KPC 6bina
noctoBepHo (p=0,05) BbiWE, 4EM Y YNCTOMNOPOOHbIX
oBeL, pomaHoBckon nopoasl (Ha 0,74 Log,, KOE/mn),
rmbpuaos PxKap (Ha 0,81 Log,, KOE/mn), PxK (Ha
0,65 Log,, KOE/mMn) n AxP (Ha 1,24 Log,, KOE/mn).
Mpu aToM Hambonbliee KONMYecTBO BakTepuin poaa
Ruminococcus sp. (p=0,05) o6HapyXeHo y rubpunaos
1/32Ax7/32P%8/32Mx16/32K, y KOTOPbIX OHO ObIN0
Bbille, 4eM B pybLe oBeL, pPOMaHOBCKOW nopoabl n
KOPOB CUMMEHTAaNIbCKOI NOPOAbl COOTBETCTBEHHO Ha
1,99 n 1,25 Log,,KOE/™mn (puc. 1).

B pybuoBom coaepxumom oBel, rmbpuoos AxP
oTMe4YeHo Hanbonblie konudectso (6,80+0,60 Log,,
KOE/mn) Bifidobacterium sp., N0 cpaBHEHUIO C Opy-
rumu reHotunamu (puc. 2). CogepxaHue 3TUxX MUKPO-
OpraHn3mMoB B pybLLe YNCTOMOPOOHbIX OBeL, 1 rubpu-
noB 1/8Ax3/8Px4/8K Haxoannocb Ha OOHOM YypPOBHE
(6,13+0,64 Log,, KOE/mn 1 6,10+0,51 Log,, KOE/mn).
Y rubpuaoB ocTasbHbIX FPYnn coaepxaHue 6aktepuii

MPC (1/32 A x7/32 P x8/32 M x16/32 K)

MPC (1/16 A x3/16 P x 8/16 K)

MPC (1/8 A x3/8 P x4/8 K)

MPC (P (75%)xK)

MPC (AxP)

MPC (P (75%)xKap)

MPC (P)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

mn: O — Lactobacillus sp.,
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Puc. 2. YnucnenHocTs Lactobacillus sp. v Bifidobacterium sp. B conepxumom pybua KPC n MPC pasHoro renoTtuna, Log,, KOE/
— Bifidobacterium sp.
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MPC (1/32 A x7/32 P x8/32 M x16/32 K)

MPC (1/16 A x3/16 P x 8/16 K)

MPC (1/8 A x3/8 P x4/8 K)

MPC (P (75%)xK)

MPC (AxP)

MPC (P (75%)xKap)

MPC (P)

0 0,5 1

1,5 2 2,5 3 3,5 4 4,5 5

Puc. 3. HYucneHnHocTs lac+ u lac- E. coli B conepxunmom py6ua KPC n MPC pasHoro reHoTuna, Log,, KOE/mn: O - Jac+,

Bifidobacterium sp. BapbupoBano ot 5,42+1,52 o
5,87+0,61 Log,,KOE/mn. Haumenbuee (3,67+1,29 Log,,
KOE/mn) copnepxaHune 6aktepuin poga Bifidobacterium
OTMeueHo B pybuosom copepxunmom KPC. MoBbileHHoe
KOJIMYECTBO 3TUX MUPOOPraHM3MOB B pybLe MOXeT
yBeNN4YNBaTb €XeOHEBHbIN NpuBec U KOdapPuUUnNEeHT
KOHBepcuun Kopma [15].

CoaepxaHue Lactobacillus sp. B pybue ynctonoposa-
HbIX oBeL, Obis1o Beilwe, 4em y KPC, Ha 1,43 Log, KOE/mn
(cm. puc. 2). BaxxHO OTMETUTb, 4TO OHO BapbUpPOBAJIO 1 B
3aBucuMocCTu OoT reHotuna MPC. Tak, MUHUManbHOE KO-
nuyecTBo bakTepwuii poaa Lactobacillus sp., no cpaBHEHWIO
CO BCEMW OCTaslbHbIMU rpynnamMu, Habnganuy ruépuaos
(1/16 Ax3/16 Px8/16 K). lNpn oanHaKoBOM KPOBHOCTU NO
POMaHOBCKOM nopoabl B reHotunax PxKap n PxK, konn-
yecTBO Lactobacillus y rmbpuaooB ¢ KPOBblO KaTaguHOB
Obln10 HGosblue, 4eM Yy MOMEeCel C KapadyaeBCcKol Nopoaon
(cootBetcTBEHHO 5,28+0,51 Log,, KOE/Mn 1 3,53+0,19
Log,,KOE/mn). Y rubpunos (AxP) n (1/8 Ax3/8 Px4/8 K)
VX YMCNEHHOCTb OKa3anacb MPakTUYeCKN OOVNHAKOBOW —
4,83%0,10 n 4,68+0,67 Log,, KOE/mn. Bonee Bbicokoe
cooepxaHue Lactobacillus sp. B pyoLie CBUAETENbCTBYIOT O
NOBbILLEHHO aAanTUBHOCTM XXMBOTHbIX, OLHAKO MX 6naro-
TBOPHOE BO3ENCTBIE HA OBEL, Pa3HbIX FeHOTUMOB TPebyeT
LasibHENLWEero n3yyeHus.

OpvH n3 BupoB Enterobacteriaceae — Escherichia
coli, KoONoHN3upyloLwmne nnuueBapuTesibHbIN TPakT,
KOTOpPble BbINONHAIT QYHKUMIO KOMMEHCanos. B

—lac-.
cllydae KoJIoHM3auum opraHmsma 3a npenenamMmu xe-
NYA0YHO-KULLEYHOrO TpakTa OHM CTAHOBATCHA YCNOB-
HO-nMaToreHHoiMu [16]. MakcumanbHOEe KONMYEeCTBO
E. coli oTme4eHo B pybuLe OBeL, pPOMaHOBCKOW Nopoabl
(4,65+0,44 Log,, KOE/™Mn), npu cooTHoweHUn lac+ un
lac- E. coli 1,08 (puc. 3). B pybue XMBOTHbIX C FEHO-
Tunom 1/16Ax3/16Px8/16K BbiiBNEeHbl TONLKO 1aKTO-
3ononoxuteneHole E. coli, a y oew reHotuna PxKap
1 PxK oTmeyeHa ognHakoBas KapTuUHa Nno KOJIMYEeCTBY
lac+ wn lac- E. coli n nx cootHoweHwuo (1,63 n 1,37
COOTBETCTBEHHO). MakCManbHYO pasHuLy MexXxay
YucNeHHoCTbIo lac+ u lac- E. coli Habnmogann B pybue
oBel reHotuna 1/32Ax7/32Px8/32Mx16/32K — cooT-
BETCTBEHHO 3,85+0,89 Log,,KOE/mMn 1 0,83+0,95 Log,,
KOE/mn. YncneHHocTb lac+ u lac- E. coli B pyoue KPC
Haxo4uN0Cb Ha YPOBHE OBeL, C reHoTunom AxP, npwu
3TOM Konun4yecTBo lac+ E. coli. 6bino 6onblie Ha 0,29
Log,,KOE/mn.

M3yyeHne n3mMeHeHns BUOOBOIO U KOJIMYECTBEHHOIO
COOTHOLWEHUSA MUKPODNOPbI XEeNya04HO-KMULWEYHOTrO
TpakTa XMBOTHbIX NPWY BBEAEHUM MPOOMOTMKOB OCTAETCH
akTyanbHbIM. [pyn aTOM BCce npobuoTnyeckme Gaktepun,
TaK v nHaye, BCTPEYaloTCs B KULLEYHNKE XUBOTHBIX. Tak,
Enterococcus — 0aVH U3 OCHOBHbIX POA0B MOJIOYHOKUCIIbIX
BGakTepuii, KOTOPBLIN yXXe AeCATUNETUSMN UCMONBL3YIOT B Ka-
YyecTBe NPOOUNOTUKOB. E. faecium noMoraeTt noaaepXxmeatb
aKTUBHOCTb BaKkTepUiA, yTUIU3UPYIOLLMX NIaKTaT, U CTUMY-
NMpYeT pocT MUKPoBOoB B pybLe, Y4TO, B CBOK OYepenb,

MPC (1/32 A x7/32 P x8/32 M x16/32 K)

MPC (1/16 A x3/16 P x 8/16 K)

MPC (1/8 A x3/8 P x4/8 K)

MPC (P (75%)xK)

MPC (AxP)

MPC (P (75%)xKap)

MPC (P)

KPC

0 1 2

3

MOXET YBENNYNTb CHabXeHMEe
KBAYHBIX XKMBOTHbIX SHEPr e
rMOKOreHHOr0 NponMoHaTa,
OJHOBPEMEHHO NPOoAyLMpYS
NPOTVUBOMUKPOOHbIE areHThbl
[17, 18]. YBenuyeHne yuc-
neHHocTu E. faecium npu-
BOOUT K CHUXEHUIO KONU-
yecTtBa MeTaHoreHoB [19].
Haunbonblwee KONMY4ECTBO
Enterococcus sp. B Hawem
UCcCnefoBaHUM OTMEYEHO B
pybue MPC pomaHOBCKOW Mo-
poabl—5,49+0,21 Log, KOE/Mn
v rmbpuoos PxK — 5,16+0,32
Log,, KOE/mn (puc. 4). Ha
OHOM YPOBHe Oblsia Benn4m-

4 5 6
Ha 9TOro nokasarens 6bina 'y

Puc. 4. YncneHHocTb Enterococcus sp. B copepxunmom pybua KPC v MPC pasHoro reHotuna,

Log,, KOE/ms.

MPC reHotmnos AxP, PxKap
n 1/8Ax3/8Px4/8K (oT 4,16

Hoctkenns Hayku 1 TexHuku AITTK. 2024, T. 38. Ne 9

66



300TEXHUSA U BETEPUHAPUSA

no 4,88 Log,, KOE/Mn). MrnHumManbHoe KONM4YecTBO
Enterococcus sp. B Hallem uccnenoBaHny ob6HapyXeHo
B pybue MPC reHotuna 1/16Ax3/16Px8/16K (2,65+0,15
Log,,KOE/mn). B py6ue KPC yposeHb Enterococcus sp. Gbin
Huxe, yemy MPC reHotuna 1/32Ax7/32Px8/32Mx16/32K,
Ha 0,35 Log,,KOE/mn

O6uwasa ymcneHHocTb rpuboB B pybLOBOM coaep-
xumom KPC coctasuna 0,38+0,27 Log,, KOE/mn, MPC
pomaHoeckomn nopoasl — 3,47+0,15 Log,, KOE/mn. Y
ocTanbHbIX rMbpuaos MPC gpoxkenonobHbix rpnboB
He BbIABUW. BblaeneHHble WTaMMbl APOXKeN Oblin OT-
HeceHbl K poaam Rhodotorula n Candida. Tak Kak APOXOKN
3TUX POOOB CMOCOOHBI 32 KOPOTKOE BPeMsi NpoayLmMpo-
BaTb 6ONbLLUOE KOMMYECTBO OMOMACChI, Lensonasbl 1
KapOTMHOB, NoAAePX1Bast HU3KNIN YPOBEHb KUCIOTHOCTU,
21 wramm Obin 0TOOPaH ANa AafibHENLEero N3y4eHns u
BO3MOXHOI0 MCMOJIb30BaHUS B Ka4yecTBe npobuoTtuye-
CKUX KyNbTYp.

Tak kak MUKpobumnoTa pybua paccmaTpuBaeTcs B
TECHOW CBA3M C GOPMUPOBAHNEM KULLEYHON UMMYHHON
CUCTEMbI, 3[lOPOBLEM N NPOAYKTUBHOCTbIO XMBOTHbIX,
0OCTaeTcs akTyasibHbIM U3YyYeHUe MUKPOOHbLIX COOTHO-
LWEHMIA 1 BO3BMOXHOCTb UX KOPPEKLMUN NPU HEFATUBHbIX
n3mMmeHeHunax. Mbl nccnegosanu MUKPOOHbLIN cocTaB
pybua y MPC pasHoro reHoTtuna, B cpaBHeHun ¢ KPC,
MO OCHOBHbIM €ro NpeacTaBUTENsM NPU UCMONb30BaHUN
CTaHOAPTHbIX PALLMOHOB 63 Kaknx-11Mb0o AOMOHUTESbHbBIX
CTUMYNUpYOLWMX nobaBok. [Ansa 6onee WNPOKOM OLEHKN
dU3N0NOrNYecKoro COCTOSHUS LeniecoobpasHo npo-
BECTU OOMOJIHUTENbHbIE MCCIeA0BaHMS, Tak Kak pasHble
WTaMMbl M BUAbI MUKPOOPraHn3MoB, MPUCYTCTBYOLLME
B pyOLEe XMBOTHbIX Pa3HbIX FEHOTUMOB MOTY OT/INYATLCSH
Mo Ka4eCTBEHHOMY U KOJIMYECTBEHHOMY COCTaBy, HO Mpu
3TOM BbIMOJHATb CXOXMe MeTabosimyeckme ponuv n bbiTb
NPUroAHBLIMU 71K UCMOJIb30BaHWS B Ka4eCTBe NpobuoTrka
OJ1st pa3HbIX BUAOB MIIEKONUTAOLWMX, HECMOTPS Ha BUAa
NX CXOLHOr0 X035IMHa.

Jlumepamypa.

BbiBOAbI. /13y4eHre n cpaBHeHE MUKPOBHOIo cocTa-
Ba pybLa KPYNHOro 1 MeJsIkoro poratoro ckota rnokasaso
pas3nuums B COOTHOLLEHUSIX BakTepuii, B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT
reHoTvna 1 Buaa XMBOTHOro. B pybLOBOM COAEPXMMOM
OBeL, POMaHOBCKOI nopoabl 06HapyXeHo Hanbonbliee
KonuuecTtso Bifidobacterium sp. (6,13+0,64 Log,, KOE/mn),
Lactobacillus sp. (6,18+0,06 Log,, KOE/mn), Enterococcus
sp. (5,49+0,21 Log,, KOE/mn), E. coli (4,65+0,44 Log,, KOE/
M) 1 OPOXOKENOA06HbIX rpr6os (3,47+0,15 Log, , KOE/mn),
no cpaesHeHuto ¢ apyrumu rpynnamm MPC n KPC. Y MPC
reHoTuna 1/32Ax7/32Px8/32Mx16/32K 61110 06Hapy>XeHO
Hanbonbluee konn4yecTBo 6akTepuii poga Ruminococcus
(9,03+0,29 Log, , KOE/mn), ay KPC X 4MCNEeHHOCTb Oblna Ao~
cToBepHO (p=0,05) 6orblue, 4eM B pyoOLLE OBEL, POMAHOBCKOM
nopoapl, Ha 0,74 Log,, KOE/M1. HanMeHbLee Konnm4ecTso
Lactobacillus sp. (2,15+0,45 Log,, KOE/mn), Enterococcus
sp. (2,65+0,15 Log,, KOE/mn), lac+w lac- E. coli (0,00£0,00
n 1,95+0,29 Log,, KOE/mn) oTMe4eHo B pyGLIOBOM coaep-
>xrmomM MPC reHoTtnna 1/16Ax3/16Px8/16K.

OUHAHCNPOBAHUWE PABOTbI

PaboTa ¢pmnHaHcupoBanack n3 cpencTts Poccuiickoro
Hay4Horo ¢oHaa, npoekTt N2 23 — 16 — 00167. Hukakmnx
OOMOJIHNTENbHbIX FPAHTOB HA NPOBEAEHWE NI PYKOBO -
CTBO OAHHbIM KOHKPETHbIM UCCNegoBaHNEM MoJly4eHo
He Oblso.
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