.i’ RUDN Journal of Agronomy and Animal Industries. ISSN 2312-797X (Print). ISSN 2312-7988 (Online) 2022; 17 (4): 555—566
| ' .
, BecTHuk PYOH. Cepusi: ATPOHOMMSA U XXMBOTHOBOACTBO http://agrojournal.rudn.ru

DOI: 10.22363/2312-797X-2022-17-4-555-566
YK 636.5 034

Hay4Has ctaTbsi / Research article

OueHka MMKpo6H0ro pa3H006pa3m| cnenoro otpesna
KUe4yHukKa lelﬂﬂﬂT-épOVlﬂepOB npv eBeAeHNN KymapuHa
N KOpMOBOIo aHTUO6MOTUKA B paunoH

I'K. yckaeB g’ K.C. J/Tazeonuk , T.A. KiumoBa

dezepasibHbIN HAyUHbBIH L[EHTP OMOIOrMUYEeCKUX CUCTEM U arpOTEXHOJIOTUH
Poccuiickoi akasiemun Hayk, 2. Openfype, Poccutickas @edepayust
> gduskaev@mail.ru

AnHoTanus. B coBpeMeHHBIX YC/IOBHSIX CYIIECTBYeT HeOOXOMMOCTb ITOMCKA anbTepHATHB aHTUOMOTH-
KaM B CBSI3U C pacTylljeill pe3uCTeHTHOCTbI0 MUKPOOPraHu3MoB. IlepcrieKTHBHOM 3aMeHOM MOT'YT BBICTYIaTh
pacTUTe/bHBIe SKCTPAKTHI, KOTOPbIe 6/1aroapst CBOMM 610MI0rHuecKiM (GyHKLIUSM MOTYT TIOAaB/ISTh Pa3BUTHE
Pas/IMYHBIX MPOLIECCOB, CBSI3aHHBIX C MAaTOreHHOCTBIO 1 BUPY/I€HTHOCTBIO, B YaCTHOCTH, NpoLiecc Quorum
sensing. Llesib viccieoBaHUS — OlfeHKa OMOAKTHBHOCTH 7,8-IUTUPOKCH-4-MeTHIKyMapyuHa U 20% xjopreTpa-
LIMK/IMHA TI0 OTHOLLIEHHIO K MUKPOOHOMY pa3HOO0pa3uIo CJIeroro OT/es1a KUIIeYHHKa LbIIST-0poiinepos. s
3KCrepuMeHTa ObUTH ChOPMHUPOBaHBI 4 IpymIibl LbIIAT-6poiinepoB. KoHTposbHast rpyrina rnosyyasna paLyoH Oe3
mo6aBok (ocHoBHOM parion (OP)); I rpyrma— OP + 20% xyiopTeTparjykinH B 103upoBke 0,63 r/Kr XK. M./ CyT,
II rpynna— OP + 7,8-gurupokcu-4-meTuKyMaput B fo3e 9,0 Mkr/kr xx.M./cyT; 111 rpynna— OP +7,8-gurnpok-
cu-4-MeTUKymapuH + 20% xJiopreTpalukivH. B kauecTBe meTozia McceoBaHus Ucrofnb3oBaaock NGS rena 16S
pPHK. AHanmu3 pe3ysbTaToB NoKasal, uto fobaBieHre KyMaprHa, aHTHOMOTHKA M IX COYETaHUsI B PAL{FIOH MTHLBI
OKa3a/lv B/WsiHUe Ha (OpMHUPOBaHHe MUKPOOHOrO cocTaBa KuileyHuka. [Ipy 3ToM HabrofaeTcst cokpaliieH’e
UyKCIeHHOCTH ceMelcTB Lactobacillaceae, Lachnospiraceae v Erysipelotrichaceae. Kpome 3Toro, 6osiee yem
Ha 10 % yObIBaeT /107151 yC/IOBHO-TIaTOTeHHOM MUKPOQJIOpHI pofia Streptococcus.

KitroueBble c/I0Ba: aHTHOMOTHK, Opoiiiepsl, MUKPOOMOM, CIIeTION OT/esT KHIIIeUHHKA, CeKBeHPOBaHMe,

KyMapyH
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Microbial diversity in the cecum of broiler chickens after introduction
of coumarin and feed antibiotic into the diet

Galimzhan K. Duskaev g, Kristina S. Lazebnik ', Tatyana A. Klimova

Federal Research Centre of Biological Systems and Agrotechnologies of the RAS,
Orenburg, Russian Federation
*gduskaev@mail.ru

Abstract. In modern world, there is a need to search for alternatives to antibiotics due to the growing
resistance of microorganisms. Plant extracts can be a promising replacement. Due to biological functions,
they can suppress the development of various processes associated with pathogenicity and virulence, in
particular, the Quorum sensing process. Based on the above, the aim of the study was to assess the bioactivity
of 7,8-dihydroxy-4-methylcoumarin and 20% chlortetracycline in relation to the microbial diversity of the cecum
of broiler chickens. 4 groups of broiler chickens were formed for the experiment. The control group received
a diet without additives (basic diet (BD)); group I—BD +20% chlortetracycline, at the dosage 0.63 g/kg bw
per day, group II—BD + 7,8-dihydroxy-4-methylcoumarin at a dose of 9.0 mcg/ kg bw per day; Group II1—
BD+7,8-dihydroxy-4-methylcoumarin + 20% chlortetracycline. The NGS of the 16S rRNA gene was used as a
research method. Analysis of the results showed that addition of coumarin, the antibiotic and their combination
to the poultry diet had an impact on formation of the microbial composition of intestine. Moreover, there was
a decrease in the number of Lactobacillaceae, Lachnospiraceae and Erysipelotrichaceae families. In addition,
the proportion of opportunistic Streptococcus flora decreased more than by 10 %.
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BeepneHue

OjHa U3 aKTya/TbHBIX CTPATervii B IPOTUBOOAKTEPHATBLHOM Tepartiy CBsi3aHa CO CII0-
COOHOCTBIO HEKOTOPBIX BEI|eCTB UHTMOMPOBATh MEXKK/IETOUHYHO KOMMYHHKALMO B OaK-
TepUabHBIX TIOMYJ/ISIMIX, U3BECTHYIO, Kak Quorum sensing (QS) [1—3], Tak Kak B 3TOM
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COCTOSTHUM OaKkTepuu CriocoOHbI HOPMUPOBATE OMOTIIEHKH U CHHTe3UPOBaTh (PaKTOPHI
BUPY/IEHTHOCTH Y MAaTOTeHHOCTH, KOTOphle O0/1ee YCTOWUMBLI TIPU BO3JeHCTBUH BeIL{eCTB
B OT/IMYME OT IJIAHKTOHHBIX (popM [4, 5]. Cpeau TakvxX BellleCTB MOKHO OTMETUTh
pacTuTesIbHbIe SKCTPAKThI, KOTOPBIe CIIOCOOHBI K MPSIMOMY TI0/|aB/IEHHIO PAa3MHOKEHHST
MaToreHHBIX OaKTepUil U PeryIMpOBaHUIO KUIIIeUHOTO MUKPOOUOMa Y LIbIIST-Opoiie-
poB [6]. VIx aHTHOaKTepHrabHasi aKTUBHOCTh HarlpaB/ieHa Ha IIMPOKUI CTIeKTP MUKpPO-
opranusmoB [7—9]. B pacTuTenbHBIX 9KCTPaKTaX COAEPIKUTCS OOMbIIIOe KOJTMUeCTBO
coeHeHHH, HO 0coboe BHHMaHHe ciieflyeT 06paTuTh Ha QeHONIbHBIe COeIUHEeHMS,
a B YaCTHOCTH, KyMapHHBbI, POJIb KOTOPBIX B KaueCTBe AHTUMUKPOOHBIX areHTOB ZI0CTa-
TOYHO LIMPOKO K3yueHa [10]. Ouu npe/icTaB/stOT COO0 HeHaChIIIIeHHbIE apOMaTUYeCKIe
JIAKTOHBI, B OCHOBE KOTOPBIX JIEXKUT 5,6-0eH30-a-mrpoH. CoriacHo AaHHbM [11, 12],
aHTHbaKTepranbHast 3QeKTUBHOCTh TIPOM3BOHBIX KyMapHHa YCUIMBAETCs TIPU I'M/POK-
CWIMPOBaHWU B 6, 7 1 8 nonoykeHuu. [Ipermy1iiecTBa KyMaprHOB KaK MepCreKTUBHBIX
aHTHOAKTepHa/bHBIX COeJMHEHHI: IIUPOKHUI CTIeKTp aHTHOAKTepHaTbHOW aKTUBHOCTH;
OHH BBIJJISIFOTCS] paCTeHUsIMU B BUJie (PUTOAIEKCUHOB [I/I 3aLUThI OT aTaK MaTOreHoB;
oHU 0Oe3BpeHbI [l OKPY’Karolield cpe/ibl U He T0JjBep>KeHbI PAa3BUTHIO YCTOHUMBOCTU
y GakTeputii [12]. Briosiornyeckuii aHamu3 ¢ UCrob3oBaHueM Chromobacterium violaceum
ATCC 31532 [13] mogTBepAuI ClIOCOOHOCTD 7,8-IUTHAPOKCH-4-MeTUIKYMapyHa UHTH-
6upoBatb QS nipu cyOMHrHOMPYIOIIMX KOHLeHTpausx. [Ipy 3ToM cpesu IpOTeCTHUpO-
BaHHbIX COeJUHEeHUI KyMapyHa 1 ero NpOU3BOAHBIX 7,8-AUrHAPOKCU-4-MeTUIKYMapyH
ObUT Harbo/Tee aKTUBHBIM B KOHTEKCTE MPOBOJUMBIX UCC/Ie[OBAaHUM.

E1rie oHoI cTparerueii 60ps0bI C HAPYIIIEHUSMU MUKPOOHOLIEHO30B MOYKET BBICTY-
MUTH KOMOWHAIMsS KyMapyHa ¢ aHTUOMOTHKaMH, YTO MOXKeT TTPUBECTHU K MOTEeHLUPO-
BaHHOMY 3¢ dekTy. OjHaKo BOIIPOC COBMECTHOI'O UX UCIO/b30BaHMUsI BCe ellje OCTAeTCs
MaJsIOM3yY€eHHBIM.

ITenpb ucciegoBanus — olleHKa OMOAKTHBHOCTH B OTHOLLIEHHM MUKPOOHOTO CO06-
11]eCTBa KUIIEYHHKA Ce/TbCKOX035ICTBEHHOM MTULIbI 7,8-AUTHIPOKCU-4-MeTUIKYMapHHa,
a Tak)ke KOMOMHALIMY ero C TeTPaIjUK/IMHOM.

MaTepMaﬂbI n MeToabl nccnepgosaHua

Pa6ota BbITNo/iHeHa B COOTBETCTBUH C ITPOTOKO/IaMu JKeHeBCKOi KOHBEHIMH U TIPUH-
LUTaMu Hagyiexareit aboparopHoi paktuku (IOCT P 53434—2009). Bce npouenypsr
Ha/| )KUBOTHBIMH ObL/IM BLITTOJTHEHBI B COOTBETCTBUH C NpaBuiaMu KomuTeTa 110 3THKe
>xuBoTHBIX @HII BCT PAH. B ncciegoBanuu o OljeHKe BUSIHUS OT/e/IbHBIX BEIeCTB
aHTUKBOpyMa— 7,8-auruipokcu-4-metunkymaput (AL63074—38; 7,8-dihydroxy-4-methyl
coumarin) (Sigma-Aldrich, USA) u BuoBura—20% xnoprerparmkivHa (Cuborodapm,
Poccuist) ¥ MX KOMITO3ULIMI yuacTBOBaU LbIrsTa-0poiinepst. [1Tuija, yyacTBoBaBLIast
B HCC/IeJoOBaHMH, OblTa BhIpallieHa /o 42-1HeBHOTO Bo3pacTa M pasZiesieHa Ha 4 3KcIie-
pUMeHTasIbHBIe TPYMITL IO 15 0cobeii B ka0t (Kpocc Apbop Atikpec). KoHTposbHast
TpyIIra nojyyJasa paiuoH 6e3 106aBok (ocHoBHOM paifroH (OP)); I skcnepumeHTanbHast
rpynmna (ToJI0KUTeNNbHbIN KOHTPosib) nonyvana OP + buoButr —20% x/iopTeTpaLvKIiH
B 103upoBKe 0,63 /KT KMBOM Macchl B CyTKU (K. M./cyT); Il sKcrieprMeHTanbHas rpymnmna
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nosydyana OP +7,8-muruapokcu-4-mMeTuiKyMapyH B 103e 9,0 MKr/KT K. M./cyT; 11 onbiTHast
rpynmna—OP + 7,8-quruapokcu-4-Metunkymaput + bruoBut—20% X0pTeTpaLyKIInH.

CocTaB OCHOBHOTO pairoHa,%: nieHuria—48; sumeHb—2,7; KyKypy3a—7,6;
coeBbili IpoT (46 % CP)— 25,5; nogcosmHeunsli mpot (38 % CP)—7,4; nogconHeu-
Hoe Macyio— 5,1; aukanbiuiidocdhar—1,7; men kopmoBoii— 1,0; u3BectHsik—0,6;
conb—0,4; DL-metnonud—0,19; L-JIu3un— 0,36; 6ukapbonat Hatpusi—0,12; Bu-
TaMUHHO-MHHepasbHbIi TpeMuKc— 2,1 (7—28-AHeBHbII BO3pacT; Jasee MpoBOJU/Iach
KOpPPeKTUPOBKa COCTaBa paLjioHa).

[eKanuTaLuro MTULIBI TPOBOAWIN TI07, HeMOyTasi0BbIM 3(hUpOM Ha 42-e CyTKH IKC-
niepumeHTa. OTO60pP P06 COAEPIKUMOTO CJIENTBIX OTPOCTKOB TOJICTOTO OT/e/Ia KULLIeYHUKA
JUTSL aHa/M3a MUKPOG/IOPBI IPOBOAW/IN TIOC/Te YOOSI MITUITBI B IPOOMPKH THIA DMIeH10pdh
(Eppendorf, Germany). ToranpHyto JJHK 13 00pa31LioB COI€P)KUMOT0 KHIIIEUHHKA BbI-
nensiiv Tipy oMot Habopa Fast DNA® SPIN Kit for Faeces (MP Biomedicals Inc.,
Solon, OH, USA) c ucrosib30BaHUEM JIM3UPYIOIIero Marpukca Lysing Matrix E. O6-
pasibl romoreHn3rpoBany Ha ripubope Tissue Lyser LT (Qiagen, Venlo, Netherlands).
I[MTpuroroenenue [JJHK-O61OIMOTEK BBIMOJHEHO B COOTBETCTBUH C TTPOTOKO/IoM Illumina
(Part #15044223, Rev. B.). CekBenupoBaHue aMIuIMKOHOBBIX JJHK-61bmotek 66110
BBITIOJIHEHO Ha 1aTdopme Illumina MiSeq ¢ ucrnonb30BaHreM Habopa peaKTUBOB
MiSeq Reagent Kitv.2 (500-cycle) (Illumina, SanDiego, CA, USA). [IpurotoBnenue
IOHK-6ubnmmoTek, cekBeHUpOBaHKe U bnonHdopmarruueckasi 06paboTKa mpoBeieHbI
B LIKIT «IlepcrcTeHunst MUKPOOPraHu3MoB» VIHCTUTYTAa K/IETOUHOTO U BHYTPUKJ/IETOU-
Horo cum6buo3a YpO PAH (Open6ypr, Poccus).

Pe3yanaTb| ncecnepoBaHmnAa n OGCY)Kp,eHVIe

ITpu u3yuyeHUH MUKPOOHOTHI KUIIIEUHUKA UAeHTU(DULMPOBAHbBI OTIePALJMOHHbIE
TakcoHoOpa3ytoiue equHuilpl (OTE), oTHOoCsmumecs K gomeHy Bacteria. KomuecTBo
uzpeHTUGULpyeMbix dunymoB u OTE BapsupoBasio A/ist Kaxkzoro obpasia (tabs.).

XapakTepucTuka pa3Hoo6pa3us MUKpOGHbIX COO6LLEeCTB
Cnenoro oTAena KueyHuKa LbinnsaT-6poiinepos

Ipynna KonuuectBo NnpoyTeHuin OTE KonuuectBo ¢punymon
KoHTposnb 29923 326 4
| 19540 293 5
1l 22824 291 5
1l 24740 323 5

Characterization of the diversity of microbial communities in cecum of broiler chickens

Group Number of reads oTU Number of phyla
Control 29923 326 4
| 19540 293 5
1l 22824 291 5
1l 24740 323 5
558 BETEPVHAPKA
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MuKpoOHOM C/Iernoro oT/eNna KUIleuHUKa LbITUIAT-0poiiiepoB Ha ypoBHe (humyma,
CeMeliCTB U POZIOB B MPOLIEHTHOM COOTHOILIEHUU TIpUBeZieH Ha puc., A, b u B cooTBeT-
CTBEHHO.

Amnanu3 6akTeprasbHOTO MPOQUIIS COAEPKUMOT0 KUIIIEUHUKA KOHTPOJIBHOM TPYTITTBI
nipeficTaB/eH 4 ¢humymamu, cpeivd KOTOpPbIX ripeobnazaet Firmicutes (86,1 %), nons
oCTa/IbHBIX TPyTI ObUTa MeHee 10 % —Actinobacteria (4,65 %), Proteobacteria (4,47 %)
u Bacteroidetes (4,18 %), a ocTa/ibHbIX, He KIaCCU(PUITMPYeMbIX, (DUTYMOB COCTaB/ISIET
He 6ostee 0,6 % oT 0011IETO KOJTMUECTRA.

[Ipeobnazaroriee KOJMUeCTBO BblZie/leHHBIX OakTepuii punyma Firmicutes oT-
HoCU/0Ch K Knaccy Clostridia (58,84 %), B KOTOPOM C/ieiyeT BhIZIEIUTh Hauboee
MHOTOUUC/IeHHOe ceMelcTBO Ruminococcaceae (37,38 %), yuacTBytoiilee B paciiie-
TJIEHUM KpaxMaJsia, CoieprKalllerocsi B KyKypy3e U MilleHuLe — KOMIIOHEeHTaX OCHOB-
HOTO panuoHa. [JaHHble OaKTepUH MTPOU3BOAAT KOPOTKOIeTIOUeUHbIe KUPHbIe KUC-
JIOTBI, B OCHOBHOM TIPOTIMOHAT U aleTaT, Oarofaps yeMy 3allUINaloT KUIIeYHUK
oT BocIasieHus1 [6]. B 3ToM cemelicTBe 3HAUMMYIO [IOJTFO COCTaB/siu unclassified_
Ruminococcaceae (21,44 %) u pon Faecalibacterium (5,39 %). [Ipyroe cemeicTBo
nanHoro knacca— Lachnospiraceae (15,47 %), ipy 3TOM 3HaYMMBIMK B HEM OKa3a/TMCh
poaa Eisenbergiella v Mediterraneibacter, fonst KOTopbix coctasssiia 4,94 u 3,29 % co-
OTBETCTBEHHO, CofiepykaHue HeK/acCubuIMpoBaHHOTO pofia—4,53 %. bakTepuu gaHHOTO
KJlacTepa Io/iep>kKUBat0T U PeryMpyroT GyHKLWMK KUIIeYHOro snutenus [14], a Takke
pas/araloT pacTUTe/bHbIE MaTepPUasIbl U MPOU3BOAST OaKTePUOLMHBI, TPOAYLUPYIOT
KOPOTKOLETIOUeYHbIe )KUPHbIE KMCIOThI— OyTHpaT U JIaKTaT— B pe3yJibTaTe MpoliecCcoB
tdepmenTanuu [15]. Takum 06pa3oM, HeCKOTLKO UCC/Ie[OBAaHUI CBOMCTB U (DYHKIIUN 3TUX
PO/I0B OaKTepHii MOKa3a/Ii, YTO 3T MUKPOOPTaHW3MbI MOTYT OBITh 110/Ie3HbI B KAUeCTBe
MPOOMOTHKOB [yt JoMattiHed nTuilpl [16]. [TocKoMbKy BereTaTUBHbIE K/IETKHU IaHHBIX
OakTepwii 00/1aal0T BBICOKOH UYBCTBUTE/IBHOCTBIO K KUC/IOPO/Y, 9T OaKTepUU OFHUMU
13 MepBbIX MCUe3ar0T U3 MUKPOOHOTHI KUIIIEUHHKA TIPY BOCTIA/IUTE/TBHBIX 3a00/1eBaHUSX
3a CcueT MPOAYKLMHU aKTUBHBIX (POPM KUC/I0poa MakpodaraMy U rpaHyioluramu [17,
18]. Takum obpa3om, B OOBIIMHCTBe C/Iy4aeB yMeHblIIeHe KouuectBa Lachnospiraceae
SIBJISIETCS] He TIPUUKMHOM BOCTIajieHus, a ero ciefcTeuem [19].

Cnepnytromuii knacc Bacilli (18,66 %), B KOTOPOM CTOUT OTMETUTb CEMENCTBO
Streptococcaceae (11,39 %), uaeHTHGULIMPOBaHHOE eJUHCTBEHHBIM POZIOM Streptococcus,
00BIYHO OTIpeZie/IsieMbIM B KUIIIEUHHKe B OTHOCHUTE/TBHO HU3KOM COZiepKaHuu, o0iaziaet
TIOTEHIIMA/IOM K U30BITOUHOMY POCTY TPY Pa3/IMUHBIX TIATO/IOrMYeCKUX COCTOsTHUSX [20],
TIPY 3TOM B OTIBITHBIX PYTITNIaX Co/lepyKaHue 3ThX Oakrepuii 6110 HiKe (B I rpymme
Ha 11,2 %, Bo II—mHa 10,69 %, B Ill—Ha 11,17 %). Crieyromm Mo YhC/IeHHOCTU
CeMeiCTBOM JaHHOTO Kiacca sisasietcst Lactobacillaceae (7,18 %), K HeMy OTHOCUTCS
pozx Lactobacillus (4,21 %). HarMeHbI1Mi BeCOMBIN NPOLIEHT COZlepyKaHUsl XapaKTepeH
nnst Knacca Erysipelotrichia (7,59 %) ¢ iugupytoiiium pogom Turicibacter (6,20 %) ce-
meiictBa Erysipelotrichaceae (7,59 %). I1pencraButenu Tuicibacter HerioCcpeACTBEHHO
KOHTaKTHPYIOT C KJIeTKaMH X03sIMHa U IPUHUMAIOT Y4acTHe B BOCIAIUTETbHBIX U HEO-
rIacTUuUecKux mnpoteccax [21]. @unymsl Actinobacteria v Proteobacteria MeHee pa3Ho-
00pa3Hbl, 3HAUMMBIMU POJJaMH B HUX SIB/ISTIOTCS pofi, Rubneribacter (4,33 %) cemeticTBa
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Eggerthellaceae (4,65 %) u pop Bilophila (3,43 %) cemeiictBa Desulfovibrionaceae
(3,47 %) cooTBeTCcTBeHHO. B HalleM vcciefoBaHWM NPOUCXOUJIO CHU)KEHUE Yuc/ia
nipefcTaBuTeneli Proteobacteria Bo Bcex OnbITHbIX rpynnax (B I—Ha 2,25 %, Bo I[I—
Ha 3,55 %, B IIl—Ha 2,63 %).

VccnenoBaHue coiep>KMMOTo C/IeTIoro KUIIeuHWKa OpoiiiepoB MO3BOIHAIO BISIBUTD
orpe/ie/ieHHble U3MEeHeHHs B ONbITHBIX rpyInax. JJoMUHUpYOLllee MeCTo B CTPYKType
MHUKpo(hIOphI 3aHMMasH /iBa Tvra: Firmicutes v Bacteroidetes TiepBbiii (PrTyM COCTaBJISUT
B rpymmax 69...86 % (0T ob11ero cogepkaHusi), YTO COOTBETCTBYET PsY HUCC/Ie0Ba-
Huii [22, 23]. Haubosbiinyto 100 B MUKPOOMOMAaX OIMBITHBIX TPYTIT COCTAaB/IS/IO CEMEHCTBO
Ruminococcaceae, otHOCsieecst K turty Firmicutes u knaccy Clostridia, 3To BaykKHasi TpyTira
MHKPOOPTaHU3MOB, KOTOPast SIB/ISIETCS] HOPMaJTbHOM (II0pPOid KMILIEYHUKA M YUacTBYIOT B 00-
MeHe BellleCTB, pacLlelyisis K/eTyaTKy paCTUTe/IbHbIX KOPMOB (Lie/UTH0/103a, FTeMULIe/UTH0/I03a,
MEeKTVH, JIMTHUH) 10 JIETYYHX )KUPHBIX KHAC/IOT, KaK YTIOMHUHA/IOCh BbIlle [24, 25].

B I rpynme 66110 BeIsiBeHO 296 OTE, mpuHazyiexkauux K 5 ¢punymam (puc.),
MpU 3TOM Tak ke ymaupoBan dunym Firmicutes (82,3 %), a cosep>kanue puayma
Bacteroidetes (14,28 %) yBenuuunioch Ha 10,10 % 1o cpaBHeHUIO C KOHTPOJIEM, Ha /I0JTH0
ocraBiuxcst Proteobacteria u Actinobacteria npuxoaunock MeHee 10 % ot ob11iero
ymcna (2,22 u 0,86 % cooTBeTcTBeHHO). TakcOHOMHUeCKoe pa3HoobOpasue puiyma
Firmicutes cxoxe ¢ KoHTposeM, Tak Kiaacc Clostridia (66,53 %) nipe/icTaBieH cemeliCTBaMH
Ruminococcaceae (39,86 %), B KOTOPOM MakCHMMaJlbHbIMA MPOLIEHT COCTaB/IsIeT HeK/IacCH-
¢umpoBanHas rpymnmna (18,28 %), pogom Faecalibacterium (3,79 %) ¢ He3HaUUTE/IBLHO
CHU3UBILIENCS UMCIeHHOCTBIO (Ha 2 %) u pogjoMm Monoglobus (5,03 %) ¢ Bo3pociiieit
Ha 5 % 4KCIeHHOCTHIO TI0 CPAaBHEHUIO C KOHTposieM. CofiepykaHue [[pyroro ceMeincTBa
Lachnospiraceae (7,64 %) cHU3WIOCH B 2 pa3a, TaK ke, KaK U ero pofioBoe pa3HooOpasue,
3/1eCb MOKHO BBIJIE/IUTh TOJBKO HeKaccuuiypoBaHHyto rpynmny (3,51 %). Ilomumo
3TOTO MOBLICUIOCH U pa3HOOOpasue ceMelCTB B JaHHOM (uiyMe, UTO TIOATBEP>KaeT-
Cs1 TIOBBIIIIEHWEM B 2 pa3a CO/Iep)KaHusl TaKUX CeMeucCTB, Kak Peptostreptococcaceae
(3,76 %) u Catabacteriaceae (3,34 %), B KauecTBe eJMHCTBEHHbIX TIPe/[CTaBUTeIeN
BBICTYMarOT posa Romboutsia u Catabacter cOOTBeTCTBEHHO. 3HaUUTEIbHAS [0J1
JTAHHOTO Kjlacca He ObuTa uaeHTHdUIMpoBaHa U coctaBuia 10,80 % ot obiero uuc-
na. Ilpu mo6aBeHNM B OCHOBHOM pallioH KOPMOBOH Z00aBKU /il JaHHOTO (hrytyma
OTMeuaeTCs 3HaUUTe/IbHOe CHIKeHre —B 8,48 pasa 1o cpaBHeHHIO C KOHTPOJIbHOU
rpynnoii—knacca Bacilli (2,20 %) u ero nipegcraButeneii Lactobacillaceae (2,07 %)
u Streptococcaceae (0,19 %). 310 coracyeTrcs C psijoM UCC/iefoBaHui [26, 27], uto
obunme Lactobacillus B kuilleuHrKe yMeHbBIIIa/I0Ch TIOC/Ie TIPUMeHeHUsT aHTUOUOTH-
Ka. [Ipy 3ToM 3a(pMKCUpPOBaHO M yBeJUUeHUe IOYTH B 2 pa3a YMC/IeHHOCTH Kjlacca
Erysipelotrichia (12,89 %), B KoTOpoM OBLJIO TaK >Ke, KaK ¥ B KOHTPOJIbHOU T'PyTITIe,
BbIJleJIeHO eJUHCTBeHHOe ceMelcTBO Erysipelotrichaceae ¢ nepBeHCTBYIOLMM MpeJCcTa-
BUTeneM —pogoM Turicibacter (12,43 %). I1py 5TOM [JaHHBIM TAKCOH MOXKET, KaK y>Ke
OTMeYasoch, BbI3bIBaTh AUCOMOTHUECKIE N3MeHEeHHs B KUIIeUHHKe mTull [28].

BTopoli ¢punym npescrasiieH eAMHCTBEHHBIM Ki1accoM Bacteroidia (14,28 %)
c ceMmetictBoM Bacteroidaceae (8,81 %), U3BeCTHBIM CIIOCOOHOCTBIO PEPMEHTUPO-
BaThb KJIeTUATKy U KpaxMa/uCTble KOMIIOHEHTbI KOPMOB, C JOMAHUPYIOLIUM POJOM
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Phocaeicola (8,63 %), mpeBbIlLIaOMM YPOBEHb KOHTPOBHOTO 3HaueHUs B 8,46 pas,
u cemelictBoM Rikenellaceae (5,45 %) ¢ pogom Alistipes, Tak >ke TPeBOCXO/SIINM KOH-
Tposb B 1,85 pa3s. Bacteroidaceae BMecTe ¢ rpaMIoioKuTeNbHbIMU Lachnospiraceae
U Ruminococcaceae nipefcTaBrsitoT Hanbosiee pacIipoCTpaHeHHYIO CeMelHyI0 Xapak-
TEePUCTHUKY CJiernor KUIIKU Kyp [29]. OcraBluinecs: WeHTU(PULHPOBaHHbIE (DUTYMBbI
MaJIOuHC/IeHHBI U [10JI51 TIPe/iCTaB/IeHHbIX pojoB— MeHee 3 %.

Cpenu ngentuduuupoBanHbix 291 OTE Bo I onbITHOM rpymnne JOMUHUPYIOLLee
ToJiokKeHre 3aHUMasu Takxke punymel Firmicutes (69,29 %) u Bacteroidetes (27,33 %)
(cMm. puc.), ipuueM cojiepKaHre U3MeHs/I0Ch yMeHbIlleHreM 1iepBoro Ha 16,81 % u yBenu-
yeHMeM BTOPOTro Ha 23,15 % O0THOCUTEIBHO KOHTPOJIS, UTO KOPPe/IMpYyeT C pe3y/braTaMu
uccienoBanus [30], B KOTOpBIX 1pu 100aB/ieHNY B pallMOH KyMapHHa JIaHHbIe (UMbl
ObLTM JOMUHUDYIOIIMMU TUIaMU U Hab/Iioaoch yBeIMyeHe 011 MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB,
OTHOCAIIMXCS K Bacteroidetes, Ha ¢hoHe cHybkeHust 6aktepuii Firmicutes. OctaBiivecs
¢butymbl B JaHHOH rpytine coctaBuii MeHee 10 % ot obiijero o6bema.

TakcoHoMuueckoe pasHoobpasue dunyma Firmicutes cxoxe C KOHTPOJIeM, HO MeHee
pa3Ho00pa3HO OTHOCUTENBLHO I rpyTimbl. B iepBoM TakCoHe Tak ke JIMJUPYIOLIHe 103HU-
1 3aHuMaet kiacc Clostridia (55,56 %), B KOTOPOM OOJIBITION TIPOLIEHT COCTAB/ISIOT
ceMeiicTBO Ruminococcaceae (37,05 %) u cemetictBo Lachnospiraceae (10,41 %).
[Tpu 5TOM MX [10/151 HE3HAUMTE/ILHO YMEHbLINIACh 110 CPaBHEHUIO C KOHTPOJIEM, a Cpe-
[l UX TIpeJicTaBUTe el HanboJIbIllasi YMC/IeHHOCTh XapaKTepHa /st HeK/accupu-
LIMPOBaHHbIX pozoB. Takxke A/d ceMelicTBa Ruminococcaceae CTOUT OTMETUTh PO/,
Subdoligranulum (4,90 %), npeBbILLIAOIMI KOHTPOJIB B 2,86 pa3a, [ rpynmny—as 2,19,
a [lI—-g 1,6, u pog Faecalibacterium (4,59 %), n3MmeHeHUsI KOTOPOTO B I'PyTINiax He3Ha-
ynTenbHbl. CTOUT OTMETUTE U ceMelicTBo Catabacteriaceae (3,05 %) ¢ eIMHCTBEHHBIM
W eHTU(ULMPOBaHHbIM posoM Catabacter, YuCI€HHOCTb KOTOPOTO HE OT/IMYaeTCs
OT OIBITHBIX I'PYMI, HO IpeBblllaeT B 2,11 pa3a KOHTPOJIb.

Eitie ofH1IM TOMUHUPYIOIIMM K/IaCcCOM B ZiaHHOM (hunyme Firmicutes siensietcs Bacilli
(12,54 %), npu 5TOM €ro cofeprkaHue MoBbICUIOCH B 1,64, Tak)ke Kak U TAKCOHOMUUe-
CKoe pa3HooOpa3ue cemetictBa Lactobacillaceae (11,78 %), mo cpaBHEHHIO C KOHTPO-
JieM, B KOTOPOM YMC/IEHHOCTh cocTaBiisiia 7,18 %. Poja 3Toro ceMelicTBa COCTaB/IsIA
MpHUMepPHO OIMHAKOBYHO A10/1t0— Lactobacillus (4,53 %), Ligilactobacillus (4,19 %),
Limosilactobacillus (3,05 %).

[1pu BBeieHMH B paljUOH KymMapyHa BO BTOPOM YIIOMSIHYTOM (uIyMe TpOM30liLia
CMeHa /iziepa U B OosibIlieil cTeneHu OH ObI Tipe/icTaBieH cemeiicTBoM Rikenellaceae,
C eJUHCTBeHHBIM 0OHapy>keHHbIM TipeAcTaBuTeneM Alistipes (22,15 %), conepkaHue
KOTOPOTO B 4 pa3a IpeBbIlLaeT [oKasaresb [ rpynrsl ¥ B 7,5 pa3 KOHTPosib. 110 uncieHHo-
MY COOTHOIIIEHHIO CeMeNCTB B UCC/Ie/I0BaHUSIX, TIPHBeIeHHbIX Bhiile [31], 6b110 Tak ke
OTMeUeHO, UTO JOMHUHUPYIOILUMHU ceMelicTBaMu Obinv Bacteroidaceae, Rikenellaceae,
npeJicTaB/ieHHbIE B TIOPsiiKe YObIBaHUS. DTU JaHHbIEe MOATBEP)KAAI0T Hallld UCC/Ie/I0-
BaHUs, 3a UCK/IIOUeHUeM TopsifiKa ciefoBaHus — Ruminococcaceae, Rikenellaceae,
Bacteroidaceae.

[1pu panbHeleM TaKCOHOMUYeCKoM aHasti3e fiisi 111 orbITHOM rpyTirbl ObLTH Knaccu-
¢umpoBansl 323 OTE, cooTHoeHue ¢umymoB cxoxe ¢ koHTposieM Firmicutes (88,73 %),
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Bacteroidetes (5,14 %), Actinobacteria (3,59 %), Proteobacteria (1,84 %) (cm. puc.).
[IpuBnekaeT BHUMaHUe MeHblilee TAKCOHOMHUUeCKOe pa3HooOpasue 1pu JobaBieHuH
TeCTUPyeMOii KOpMOBOH 100aBKU B paljioH. B repBoM ¢uiyme Mmpoc/ie)KuBaeTcst Ta ke
JMHaMUKa, Kak ¥ B TIpeJbIAYIIUX TPyIIax, mgepoM siBisiercs Knacc Clostridia (81,00 %),
TprYeM JiJisi 5TOW TPyNIibl OTMeUeHbl ero MakCMMaJlbHOe COJiepyKaHue CpeJid BCeX,
pas3HuLa C KOHTPoJieM cocTaBisieT 22,16 %, u Te ke JOMHUHUPYIOLHME CeMelCcTBa
Ruminococcaceae (57,97 %) u Lachnospiraceae (7,94 %). [1ist TiepBoro ceMemcTBa
CTOUT OTMETHUTh yBeTuueHue pa3Hoobpasus popoB— Faecalibacterium (3,48 %),
Butyricicoccus (3,39 %) u Subdoligranulum (3,02 %), mpu 3ToM GOJBIIIYIO AOJI0 COCTa-
BU/IM HeKaccuduipoBaHHbie BUbI (38,53 %). TeHeH1Us yBeIMUeHUs] UNC/IEHHOCTH
cemeiictBa Catabacteriaceae (3,03 %) c pogom Catabacter (3,03 %) coxpaHsieTcs
Y [/1s1 JAHHOM OIBITHOM I'PYIIIBI U €r0 CofepyKaHue IpeBbllliaeT KOHTPOJIb B 2 pasa.
BecbMma Gonbiinyto gosto knacca Clostridia cocTaBmsieT HeK/laCCU(ULIMPOBaHHOE CeMeli-
ctBO (10,39 %). B dunyme Firmicutes Takxe CTOUT OTMETUTb CHI)KEHUE COfiepyKaHUsI
pojia Lactobacillus (3,31 %) knacca Bacilli (4,46 %). CornacHo uccieqoBanusm [33]
TeTPAL[K/IMH CHIDKan ypoBeHb Lactobacillales, uto otmMeueHo 1 B Hateit pabore. [Tpu
BKJIIOUeHWH B pairjioH buoButa coziep>kanue Lactobacillus ymensiunocs B 8,9 pas
(I rpymima), a mpu KoMOWHALMY ero ¢ KymaprHoM —B 4,25 pasa (II1 rpyrima) B cpaBHeHUM
CO 3HaYeHHeM KOHTPO/IbHOM TPYIIIIBI.

BTopoii no uncienHoctu punym Bacteroidetes (5,14 %) mipefcTaB/ieH ceMeii-
ctBoM Rikenellaceae (3,23 %), c eqIMHCTBEHHBIM H/IeHTU(PUITUPOBAHHBIM POZIOM
Alistipes (3,23 %), ¥ B MeHbllIeli cTerieHu cemeiicTBoM Bacteroidaceae (1,84 %).

3akioyeHue

[pyrmy o6MraTHEIX MUKPOOPTaHHM3MOB, KOJIOHU3UPYIOLIHUX C/IENy0 KUIIKY KYp,
COCTaBJISAIOT ceMelcTBa Ruminococcaceae n Lachnospiraceae, 3a KOTOPbIMU C/IelyIOT
Lactobacillaceae w Erysipelotrichaceae. AnTr6akTepuanbHbiii 3¢ dekT bruoBuTa, Kak
CaMOCTOSITE/IbHO, TaK U B COBOKYITHOCTH C TIPOM3BOAHBIM KyMapuHa, OKa3asl BUsSHUE
Ha uMceHHOCThb Lactobacillaceae v Lachnospiraceae. Ipu nobasnenuu 7,8-1uruipok-
cu-4-MeTWIKyMapuHa 1 broBuTa B palivioH HabmozaeTcsi cHIKeHre O6ostee uem Ha 10 %
CoZieprKaHus! YCIIOBHO-TIaTOreHHOM (hiopsl Streptococcus. Takum obpa3om, aHa/m3UpyeMble
BellleCTBa: 7,8-Aurnipokcu-4-MmeTuyikyMapuH U bruoBut— 20% X/topTeTpanyk/inH —
B paljoHax OpoiisiepoB OKa3asu BIMsiHHAEe Ha GOpMHUPOBaHKe MUKPOOHOTO COCTaBa
KUILIeYHUKa. JTO UCC/Ie0OBaHUe pacCIllupsieT 3HaHUS O POJIA TeCTUPYEMBIX BeILleCTB.
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