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AHann3 nameHeHuit MMKpoOMoma TonCcTOro

oTaena KummeyHunkKka CBUHOMaTOK U NMOPOCAT

PE3IOME

CraTbs NOCBSsLLEHA MCCNe0BaHMIO Ponu NpobroTryeckoro komnnekca «Jfluksadua» Ha dopmrposaHve
MUKPOBHOro COOBLLECTBA B TONCTOM OTAENE KMLIEYHMKA CBUHOMATOK M MOPOCSAT HA 3Tane nakTauuu.
MexaHn3m [eicTBMs NpoOMOTMYECKMX LUTaMMOB OOYCNOBAEH aHTarOHUCTUYECKUM  [eiCTBUEM
K LUMPOKOMY CMEKTPYy MATOrEHHbIX MWKPOOPraHM3MoB, BO30yauTenein 3aboNeBaHWin  NEroYHbIX
NHOEKUMIA, MHPEeKUMIA XenyaoHHO-KMLLEYHOro TpakTa, B YaCTHOCTM K BO3OyAWTeNsiM casbMOHennesa,
a TakkKe MMMYHOMOLYNVPYIOLLMM BO3LENCTBMEM Ha OpraHusM. B xome npoBefeHHOro onbiTa u3yunnm
KONMYECTBEHHDBIA U KAYECTBEHHbI COCTaB MUKPOBGHOro COOBLLECTBA Y NAKTUPYIOLMX CBMHOMATOK W
NOACOCHbBIX NMOPOCAT B TONCTOM OTAeNe kuweyHuka. Otbéop Guomatepuana npoBOAUAM OT KIMHUYECKM
3[0POBbIX XMBOTHbIX. VccnepoBaHne kana NPOBOAMAM B MONEKYNSIPHO-FEHeTUYeckoi nabopatopum
komnaHum «BUOTPO®» metomom [LIP B peanbHOM BpeMEHW C UCMONb30BAHMEM CreumabHbIX
JAMarHoCTUYECKVX HaBopPOB Ans 1ccnenosaHus GroLeHosa «Pemodpnop®». B xome paboThl BbI0 OTMEYEHO
6naronpusTHoe BiMsiHME NPo6uoTMYeckoro komnnekca «/iuksadua» Ha GopMUpoBaHNE MUKPOBUOTHI
TONCTOro OTAeNa KMLLEYHUKA Kak CBMHOMATOK, Tak M NOACOCHBLIX MOPOCST, @ UMEHHO YCTAHOBMIEHO, YTO
yBennunnach obLLas MMKpobHas Macca B OMbITHOW rpynne y CBUHOMATOK Ha 74%. Ha ¢doHe npumeHeHns
npobuoTuKa 3Ha4MTENBHO CHU3MIIOCh KONIMYECTBO NPEACTABUTENEN NAaTOreHHON MUKPODNOPLI B TONCTOM
OTAENe KWLIEYHUKA Y 0benx rpynn NOAOMbITHbIX XUBOTHbIX, Havbonee 3aMeTHbIM M3 KOTOPbIX OblNo
cokpalleHue B 3 pa3a npefacTaButenein Streptococcus spp. B kane NopocsT NOAOMNbITHOW rpynnbl.

Knio4eBbie cnoBa: CBMHOBOACTBO, MMKpOGMOM, MNUP, «Jinksadupg», cBUHOMATKM, MOACOCHbIE nopocara
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Analysis of changes in the microbiome

of the large intestine of sows and suckling pigs

ABSTRACT

The article is devoted to the study of the role of the probiotic complex “LiquaFid” on the formation of a
microbial community in the large intestine of sows and piglets at the lactation stage. The mechanism of
action of probiotic strains is due to the antagonistic effect to a wide range of pathogenic microorganisms,
pathogens of lung infections, infections of the gastrointestinal tract, in particular to pathogens of
salmonellosis, as well asimmunomodulatory effects on the body. In the course of the experiment, we studied
the quantitative and qualitative composition of the microbial community in lactating sows and suckling
piglets in the large intestine. The biomaterial was selected from clinically healthy animals. Fecal examination
was carried out in the molecular genetic laboratory of the “BIOTROF” company by real-time PCR using
special diagnostic kits for the study of the biocenosis of “Femoflor®”. During the work, he beneficial effect of
the probiotic complex “LiquaFid” on the formation of the microbiota of the large intestine of both sows and
suckling piglets was noted, namely, it was found that the total microbial mass in the experimental group of
sows increased by 74%. Against the background of the use of probiotics, the number of representatives of
pathogenic microflora in the large intestine in both groups of experimental animals decreased significantly,
the most noticeable of which was a 3-fold reduction in representatives of Streptococcus spp. piglets of the
experimental group are in the feces.
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BeepeHune/Introduction

B T0 Bpems kak BaXXHOCTb KOPMOBOW 6a3bl B CBMHOBO[-
CTBE ABNIAETCA HEOCMOPUMOMN, @ KOPMa 3aHMMAIOT 3HAYN-
TeNbHYI 4aCTb B KOHEYHOW CTOMMOCTM CBMHWHbI, BO3MOX-
HOCTb OKa3aTb B/IMSIHME Ha MOBbILLIEHME KOHBEPCUWN KOpMa
1 NPOM3BOACTBEHHbIE NOKA3aTENM 3a CHET BBEAEHMS B pa-
LIMOH ONnpeaesneHHbIX NPOBMOTMYECKMX LUTAMMOB 6akTepuin
oCTaeTcs NepCcnekTUBHLIM HaNpPaBlEHNEM.

CocTtaB MUKpoOMOMa KULLIEYHMKA CBUHOMATOK 3HAYMU-
TeNbHO BAMUSIET HA GOPMUPOBAHNE 300POBbS U CTEMNEHU
MMMYHHOIO OTBETa, OKa3blBaeT BAUSHME HA MNokasaTenm
MPOAYKTUBHOCTU KaK Y B3POCIIbIX XUBOTHbIX, TaK 1y NONy-
YEHHOro MoJiogHska. TakCOHOMUYECKMIA NPOodUSb MUKPOD-
HOro coobLecTBa OTINYAETCS B 3aBUCUMOCTM OT OTAena
KuLeyHuka. bonee macluTabHO OH NpeacTaBieH B TOJICTOM
oTaene, rae Hanbonee BCTpevalowmmMmmcs punymamMmm aens-
toTcsa Prevotella n Porphyromonas, 3a KOTOpbIMU cneayoT
npeactasutenu Lachnobacterium v Clostridium [1, 2].

HoBoOpoOXAaeHHble MOopocHATa MNOABEPraloTCs BAUSHUIO
MHOMMX akTOPOB OKpyXatlowlen cpenbl, B TOM 4ucie K
3TUM dakTopam OTHOCUTCA MUKPOOHbLI COCTaB Kana CBU-
HOMATOK, KOTOPbIA OKa3blBAaeT NepBOHAYaIbHOE BO3AEN-
CTBME HA COCTaB MUKPOBMOMa KMLLIEYHUKA MONoaHsKa [3].

BakTteprnonormnyeckun npodunb COAEPXUMOro KuLLEeY-
HMKA HEMOCTOSIHEH, OH MEHSAETCSA B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT BO3-
pacTa, paumoHa, ycnoBuii cogepxxaHus n opyrx GakTopos.
Koppekuunsi MUKpoBHOro cocTaea nyTeM NPUMEHEHUs NPo-
6roTnyecknx 4o6aBoOK C OTCEKLMOHMPOBAHHLIMA LLITaMMa-
MK BakTepuii — nepcrnekTMBHOE HanpasfieHne, NOCKOJIbKY
MexaHU3M OeNCcTBUSA NPOOBMOTMKOB OCHOBaH B TOM YMCHE Ha
MPUHLMNE KOHKYPEHLMN 33 NMUTATENbHYIO CPeay B KULIEeY-
Huke [4].

MpobuoTnyeckne WwTammbl GakTepuii CnocobHbl 3ame-
CTUTb U CHU3NTb KOJINYECTBO HEKOTOPbIX BUAOB HEXENa-
TeNbHbIX UM NATOreHHbIX MUKPOOPraHM3MOoB (Hanpumep,
3a c4yeT 60bLLeit CNOCOBHOCTU K aaresvm nnm cnocobHo-
CTW CMHTE3MPOBaTb aHTMOakTepmanbHbie BewecTsa) [5, 6].

BCE BbILLEN3NOXEHHOE MOCAYXUNO BO3HUKHOBEHUIO
MOEN O BO3MOXHOCTU COOencTBua GOpMUPOBaHMIO 300-
POBOro MMKpobuoma KuLeyHMKa NOoACOCHbBIX CBMHOMATOK
1 UX NOTOMCTBA Yepes NpMMeHeHne npobnoTNYecKnx Kom-
MJEKCOB.

Llenb paboTbl — NPOBEOEHNE KAYECTBEHHOM U KOnYe-
CTBEHHOM OLEHKU MNKpPOOMOMa TOJICTOW KULLKW Yy CBUHO-
MaToK M NopocAT Ha GoHe nprema NPobUOTUHECKOIO KOM-
nnekca «Jluksadung».

MaTepwansbl U MeToAbl UCCNEepOBaHUA /

Materials and methods

MccneposaHua nposoaunu B siHBape — mapTe 2024
roga Ha 6ase cBuHoBoadeckoro komnnekca OO0 «Arpo-
Tek» (KamyaTckui kpawn), 3aHMMAlOLLErocsi NPOMbILLIEH-
HbIM BbIPALLMBAHNEM U PA3BEAEHNEM CBUHEN.

MaTo4Hoe norosioBbe Ha cBMHokoMmnnekcax OO0 «Arpo-
Tek» npeacraBneHo rmbpugamu nNepeoro NOKOEHUs, Mno-
JIYHEHHBIMW B pe3ynbTaTe CKPELLMBAHUSA YNCTOMOPOLHbIX
CBMHOMATOK NOPOAbI MOPKLLMP U XPSKOB NOPOAbl IaHApac.

Ons npoBeneHWs 3KCNeEpPMMEHTA CYMNOPOCHbLIE CBUHO-
MaTKW NPW NOCTAHOBKE Ha 0rnopoc 6bln pa3aeneHsbl Ha Ase
rpynmbl aHANOroB: KOHTPOJIbHAas — B KOTOPOM NpoBuoTuye-
CKue cpencTtea He UCMONb30BaNUCh, ONbITHAs — rae BOAO-
pacTBOpPMMBbI NpoBuoTUYeckuii komnnekc «Jlmksadug»,
BKJIlOYatOLWMiA B cebsa aBa wtamma 6aktepuin Baccilus sp.,

VETERINARY MEDICINE I

npoussoacTea komnavmm «brnotpod» (r. CaHkT-MeTepbypr,
Poccus), BBOOUAN XNBOTHLIM OT MOMEHTA MOCTAHOBKM Ha
Oonpoc 1 A0 OKOHYaHWs MOACOCHOrO nepuoaa ¢ NUTbEBOW
Bogon na pacyeta50rHa 1T

B TeuyeHune 28-gHeBHOro NOACOCHOrO Nepmoaa nopocsTa
VIMENI BO3MOXHOCTb NoJly4aTb NPOONOTUYECKNI KOMMNEKC
4yepes CUCTeMy MOEHUst B TOM Xe A03e, YTO U CBMHOMAT-
kn. Mo okoH4yaHuu nopcocHoro nepuoga y 10 cBuHOMa-
TOK 1 MOPOCAT Kaxaon nccnenyemMomn rpynnbsl OAHOKPATHO
METOA0M CJlyyaliHol BeIGOPKM NPOBOAMAN B3SITUE Kana 13
NPSIMO KULLKN ¢ cobntogeHnemM npasui acenTuku 1 HoOpMm
aTu4eckoro o6palleHns G NoAOMNbITHBIMU XUBOTHbIMU ' 2,
OT06paHHbI Buomatepuan (1-2 r) nomeLLancs B CTepusib-
Hble NPoBupKK TUNa «3dnneHaopd». o nabopaTopHbIX UC-
crefoBaHuii  BuomaTtepuan  XpaHuacs 3aMOPOXEHHbLIM
(-16—-18°C).

JlaBopaTtopHble UccnenoBaHMs Kana CBUHOMATOK U No-
POCSIT OCYLLECTBASANN B MOJIEKYNISPHO-FrEHEeTUYEeCKon na-
6opartopun komnaHum «bUOTPO®d» (r. CaHkT-MeTepbypr,
Poccus).

MccnepoBaHve npoBOAMAM C  UCMNOJSIb3OBAHWEM Ha-
6opa peareHToB Ans MccnenoBaHus 6uoueHosa «Pemo-
dnop®» (HNO «OHK-TexHonorus», r. Mocksa, Poccus). To-
TanbHyo JHK Bblaensnm c nomouubto Habopa Genomic DNA
Purification Kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA). Konunue-
CTBO nofay4yeHHon JHK no pedynstatam oueHkn payopume-
Tpa Qubit n Habopa peareHToB Qubit dsDNA BR Assay Kit
(ThermoFisher Scientific, Lithuania) coctaBnsno kak MUHU-
MyM 50 Hr/MKJI.

Ona npoeenerus MLUP ncnonb3oBanu getekTupyoLwme
amnnndukaTopbl «ATnpanml», «OTnant2» n OT-96 (HMO
«QHK-TexHonorunsa», Poccus). locne npoxoXaeHusa am-
nandukaumm nNo nokasaTento MHOMKATOPHOro uukna npo-
rpamMMHO PaCcCHUTLIBAIOTCS C MCMNONb30BaHNEM MPOrpaMmbl
Statistica (© 2024 StatSoft Statistica, Poccus) konnyectso
o6Len 6akTepuanbHOM Macchl, YCI0 MUKPOOPTraHN3MOB,
BXOOSILUMX B OTAENbHbIE FPYNMbI.

PesynbraTthl u 06cyxaeHus / Results and discussion

Mcnonb3ys MeToabl MONEKYNSAPHO-reHeTUYECKOro aHa-
n13a, 66110 06HAPYXEHO, YTO K OKOHYaHWIO nepuoaa nak-
TaumMm Ha ¢oHe npuMeHeHnst NPoBUOTUYECKOTrO KOM-
nnekca «JinkeadPuag» KONMYECTBEHHbINM M KaYeCTBEHHbIN
cocTaB bakTepuanbHOW Macchl NPSAMO KUK CBMHOMATOK
(Tabn. 1) 1 NOACOCHbLIX NOPOCAT (Tabs. 2) pa3nuyancs Mex-
oy rpynnamu.

Mo peaynbTatam MccneaoBaHWs yCTaHOBUAM, YTO 0O-
was 6akTepmanbHas Macca COAEPXMMOro N3y4aemoro oT-
nena TOJICTOM KUMKW Y CBUHOMATOK B MOAOMbLITHOW rpynne
Obina Bbile B 1,74 pasa, 4eM Yy CBEPCTHUL, UHTAKTHOM rpyr-
nbl. JlOCTaTOYHO CYLLECTBEHHOE YBEMYEHNE MUKPOOHOIO
coobLiecTBa B NpsiMoit kKuLike obycnoBnneaetcs GopMun-
poBaHvem BGnaronpusTHOM cpenpl A1 pocta U pa3BUTUS
MUKPOOMOTHI. MNMoBbILEHNE GaKkTepmanbHOM MacChl B Xeny-
[O0YHO-KNLLIEYHOM TpakTe CBMHEN B LLE/IOM cunTaeTcs bna-
ronpusaTHeiM [5, 7, 8].

B xone nccnenoeaHus kana CBUHOMATOK Oblnn 0b6Hapy-
XEHbl NPEeACTaBUTENN TPEX YCIOBHbLIX FPynn Mukpoopra-
HWU3MOB: BakTepumn rpynnbl HOPMOMNOPbI, HEeXenaTebHON
MUNKPOdIOPbI U MNaTOreHHbIE MUKPOOrPaHn3Mbl. TeM He Me-
Hee abconoTHoe 60JbLUNMHCTBO HaKTEPUONAOB OTHOCUSINCH
K npeactaButenam Hopmodnopbl — 94,60% un 91,07%
B MNOAOMbLITHOM M KOHTPOJIbHOM FPynnax COOTBETCTBEHHO.

! European Convention for the protection of vertebrate animals used for experimental and other scientific purposes. Official Journal L 222. 1999; 0031-0037.
2 NMocraHoBneHne MexnapnameHTCckol accambnen rocyaapcTs — yuactHukos CoapyxecTsa Heaasncumbix focynapcts ot 31 oktabps 2007 roaa Ne 29-17.

MognenbHbiii 3akoH «O6 06paLLEHNN C XUBOTHBIMU».
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Tabnmua 1. CpaBHUTENbHOE KONIMYECTBO COAEPXAHNS
MUKPOOPraHU3MOB B Kane CBUHOMAaTOK, KNeToK/r

Table 1. The comparative number of microorganisms in the feces
of sows, cells/g

Fpynna
MwukpoopraHuam
NOJONLITHAA KOHTPOJIbHAS
06LLee KoNMYecTBo GakTepuii 8,2 x 10° 4,7 x 10°
Hopmodnopa
Prevotella v Porphyromonas spp. 3,2 x 10° 1,3 x 10°
Eubacterium spp. 4,0 x 10% 2,5 x 104
Lachnobacterium spp., Clostridium spp. 2,0 x 10° 1,6 x 10°
Lactobacillus spp. 2,0 x 10° 1,0 x 10°
Megasphaera spp., Veillonella spp., Dialister spp. 1,6 x 10 1,3 x 104
HexenatenbHas Mukpodnopa
Peptostreptococcus spp. 5,0 x 10% 4,0 x 10*
Enterobacteriaceae spp. 1,6 x 108 3,2 x 103
Mobiluncus spp., Corynebacterium spp. 2,0 x 103 <n.p.o.
Atopobium spp. <n. 4. o. <n.A.o.
MaToreHHble MUKPOOPraHNU3MbI
e e e A <nmo  <nao.
Streptococcus spp. <n.g.o. <n.g.o.
Staphylococcus spp. <n. 4. o. <n.Aa.o.
Mycoplasma spp., Ureaplasma spp. <n.pao. <n.Aa.o.
Candida spp. <n.A.o. <n.A.o.

Ha ¢oHe npumeHeHuMs NpoBUOTUHECKOro KoMmrekca
«JlnkBadup» GakTepuanbHas mMacca npencraBmTeneit He-
xenartenbHon MUKpodopbl 6bina Huke Ha 40%, 4eM Y KOH-
TPOJIbHbIX XXMBOTHbIX.

JomMuHumpyioLee nonoxeHne B MUKPOBbuomMe kana CBu-
HOMAaTOK B MOAOMbITHOM M KOHTPOJIbHOW rpynnax 3aHnma-
10T NpeacTtasuTenn Bnaos Prevotella w Porhyromonas, oT-
Hocswmecs kK Hopmodnope, ¢ gonamn 39,02% n 27,66%
COOTBETCTBEHHO.

M3BecTHO, 4TO BakTepun poga Prevotella NONOXUTENBHO
KOPPENVPYIOT C KOHLIEHTPaLMen CeKkpeTMpyemMoro MMMyHO-
rnobynuHa A. YctaHoBneHo, 4To Prevotella nrpaeT BaxHyo
pONb B PACLLENIEHNN COXHbIX NOMCAXapuaoB pPacTuUTeNb-
HOIO MPOUCXOXAEHUS A0 KOPOTKOLLENOYEUHbIX XUPHbIX KNC-
J10T, TEM CaMbIM Aenas Ux OCTynHbIMK ong xo3samHa [9, 10].

KonnyectBeHHOE copepxaHue B Kase CBMHOMATOK 6ak-
TepnonoB poaa Eubacterium Ha GOHE NMPUMEHEHUS MPO-
6uoTryeckoro komnnekca «Jimksadua» 66110 Boille Ha 60%
B NOJONbITHOM rpynne, Kak U 4MCcno npeacraBuTenen poga
Lachnobacterium spp., Clostridium spp., copep>xaHue Ko-
TOpbIX Ha 25% 6bIN0 6osblUe aHaNorM4YHOro nokasaTens B
VIHTaKTHOW rpynne.

Baktepun poga Lachnobacterium spp. v Clostridium spp.
npoAayunpytoT GepMEHTbI, PacLLENNSoWNe KpaxManncTble
nosvcaxapuabl, 4To 61aronpuaTHO ckasblBaeTCcsl Ha MeTa-
60N1M3Me N YCBOEHUN NErKOrMApPOIN3yeMbIX KOMMOHEHTOB
kopma [11].

Mpencrasutenenn Hopmodnopel ponos Lactobacillus
spp. n Megasphaera spp., Veillonella spp., Dialister spp.
B KaJsie CBMHOMATOK MOAOMbLITHOW rpynnbl 6bi10 6oblue B
2 paza un 1,23 pa3a COOTBETCTBEHHO, YEM B KOHTPOJIbHOMN
rpynne. MonoYyHokncnble 6GakTepumn 3a CHET CMHTE3a MO-
JIOYHOW KMCNOTbl NOHWXAaKOT PH 1 NPensaTCcTBYIOT POCTY na-
TOreHHOM MUKPOGIOPbLI, 0Ka3blBAIDT MMMYHOMOAYNNPY-
lowee OencTBMe, a pocT yMcna NakTaTyTUIM3UPYIOLLMX
6aktepuin (Megasphaera spp., Veillonella spp., Dialister
SppP.) MOXeET OblTb MPU3HAKOM MOBLILLUEHUW CUHTE3A NETY-
YNX XXMPHBIX KUCNOT N, COOTBETCTBEHHO, YJydLLIEHUS SHep-
ronotpebnexus [12].

Ha ¢doHe npumeHeHnss NPoBGUOTUYECKOrO KOoMmJekca
«JlnkBad®ung» B CTPYKTYype MUKpoBMOMa Kana CBUHOMATOK

Tabmmua 2. CpaBHUTENIbHOE KONIMYECTBO COAEPXAHNS
MUKPOOPraHU3MOB B Kasne NopoCsT, KNeToK/r

Table 2. The comparative number of microorganisms in the feces
of piglets, cells/g

pynna
MukpoopraHuam
noAonbITHas KOHTPOJIbHANA
06LLee KonmyecTso BakTepuii 2,4 x107 3,0 x 107
Hopmodnopa
Prevotella spp., Porphyromonas spp. 1,3 x 107 1,6 x 107
Eubacterium spp. 1,0 x 10° 0,63 x 10°
Lachnobacterium spp., Clostridium spp. 0,79 x 108 1,3 x 108
Lactobacillus spp. 0,63 x 10° 1,6 x 10°
I\Ddigggtse[;hsapepr.a spp., Veillonella spp., 0.5 x 108 3.2x 105
HexenarenbHas Mukpodgnopa
Peptostreptococcus spp. 1,0 x 105 4,0 x 10°
Enterobacteriaceae spp. 0,25 x 10° 2,5x 105
Mobiluncus spp., Corynebacterium spp. 1,3 % 103 2,0x108
Atopobium spp. <n.a.o. 1,3 x 102
MaToreHHble MMKPOOPraHU3Mbl
Fusabacterium s, Snesthi spp. <npo 13108
Streptococcus spp. 1,0 x 103 4,0% 103
Staphylococcus spp. <n.A.o. <n.ao.
Mycoplasma spp., Ureaplasma spp. <n.A.o. <n.a.o.
Candida spp. <n.n.o. <n.na.o.

NOAONbITHOM TPYNMbl CHU3UOCh MPOUEHTHOE COoAepXa-
HUE NpenCcTaBUTENEN HexXenaTenbHon MMkpodopsbl. Tak,
yncno 6GakTepuin cewmeiictBa Enterobacteriaceae spp.
ObIIO HUXXE B 2 pa3a B CPABHEHUN C MHTAKTHOW rPynmnoi.
HecmoTpsa Ha NMPUHATOE MHEHME O TOM, YTO AAHHbIN Pog,
OakTepuii OTHOCUTCA K KOMMEHcaNnam, TEM HE MEHEE OH
BKJItlo4aeT B cebsa Buabl Salmonella, Shigella v Escherichia,
KOTOpPbIE MOTYT ObITb MPUYMHON ONMOPTYHUCTUYECKUX UH-
dekumnni [1, 13].

KonnyecTtso npencraButenen YCJ/IOBHO-NATOreH-
HbIX POOOB Peptostreptococcus spp. B MHTAaKTHOW rpynne
Obino HMXe 25%. CTouT yy4ecTb, 4To bakTepuun Peptostrep-
tococcus spp. B NPOLLECCE XN3HEeAeATeNbHOCTM NOBbILLA-
10T BOAOPOAHbIN NokasaTesb 1 y4acTBYIOT B pepMeHTaLUmn
YyrneBoaoB, YTO CO34aeT NPENATCTBUSA A9 Pa3BUTUS HEKO-
TOPbIX POAOB 60/1€3HETBOPHOMN MUKPODNOPHI.

HavmeHbLUyto fon0 B CTPYKType Mnkpobroma kana 3a-
HMUMAIOT NMPeaCcTaBUTENN NATOreHHOW MUKPOdIOpPbl, OTHO-
csawmecs Kk Buagam Fusobacterium, Sneathia, Leptotrichia,
Streptococcus, Staphylococcus, Mycoplasma, Ureplasma,
Candida. KonnyecTBO npeacraButenen faHHbix Gunymos
ObINIO HUXKE Npeaena AOCTOBEPHOro 06HAPYXXEHUS Kak B NO-
LOMbITHON, TaK U B KOHTPONBHOW Fpynne.

KonuyecTtBeHHble W3MEHEHUS MUKPOOHOro coobLe-
CTBa COAEPXXMMOIO TONCTOW KULLKW MOACOCHbBIX MOPOCST Ha
¢doHe npuMeHeHns NPoBMoTMIECKOro Komnnekca «Jlmkea-
dup» cunbHee Bcero oTpasuinck B UISMEHeHUU coaepxa-
HWS1 NpencTaBUTeNeil YCNOBHO-MAaTOMeHHbIX M NaTOreHHbIX
MWKPOOPraHU3MOB, B TO BPEMS Kak UBMEHEHME coaepKa-
HUA npeacTaBuTenen HopmModaopbl B CTPYKTYpPE MUKPO-
61MoMa kana noJonbITHOM WU KOHTPOJSIbHOW rpynn Haxoau-
nock B npepenax 2% (tabn. 2).

Ha ¢oHe npumeHeHusi BOAOPACTBOPUMOro npobuoTurka
KONMYECTBO NPeACTaBuTENen HexenaresbHOM MUKpodnops!
B KaJie NopOoCAT NOAONbLITHOW rpynnbl 66110 B 5,17 pa3a Huxe
B CPABHEHWNWN C MHTAKTHOW rPynmnoi, 4TOo CBUOETENbCTBYET O
KOHKYPEHTHOM apPEKTUBHOCTN MPOBUNOTUYECKNX LUTAMMOB
Bacillus subtilis v Bacillus megaterium, BXxoAsLwmx B COCTaB
«Jluksadunp». Tak, cogepxaHue popa Peptostreptococcus
Spp. B Kane MNOpOCAT-OTbEMbILIEN MOAOMBITHOM rpynmbl
Obl0 HUXe B 4 pasa, KoNM4ecTBO NpencTaBuTesNienn poaa
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Enterobacteriaceae spp. — B 10 pas, konuyectso Oak-
Tepuii popoB Mobiluncus spp., Corynebacterium spp. —
B 1,53 paza B CpaBHEHMN C MOJIOOHSKOM KOHTPOJIbHOMN
rpynnbl. KonnyecTBeHHoOe CHUXeHue GakTepuii, OTHOCS-
LUMXCS K YCIOBHO-NATOreHHoM Mukpodnope, 6naronpusT-
HO OTPas3uTCs Ha aganTaumm nopocsAT B MOCNEOTbEMHbLIN
nepvog [6].

Takve npeacTaBuMTENN NMATOMEHHbIX MUKPOOPraHNU3MOoB
B KaJsie NopocAT NOo4ONbITHOW rpynnbl, Kak Fusobacterium
spp., Sneathia spp., Leptotrichia spp., Streptococcus spp.,
perncTpmpoBanunch pexe B 5,3 pasda OTHOCUTENTIbHO NHTAKT-
HbIX CBEPCTHMKOB. Npoucxoasuime n3ameHeHns moryt 6na-
rONPUATHO CKa3aTbCA Ha POCTE M Pa3BUTUN MOJIOLHSIKA,
MOCKOMbKY MEHbLLIE 3HEPr1M BYAET TPATUTLCA HA peannsa-
LU0 MIMMYHHOTO OTBeTa [5, 14, 15].

Bce aBTOPbI HECYT OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 32 PAbOTY U NPEACTABNEHHbIE JAHHbIE.
Bce aBTOpbI BHECAN paBHbI Bk, B paboTy.

ABTOpPbI B PABHOI CTENEHN NPUHUMAN Y4acTUe B HANUCAHWW PYKOMUCU 1
HeCyT paBHyI0 OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a Mnarvar.

ABTOPbI 06BSBMAM 06 OTCYTCTBUN KOHMINKTA MHTEPECOB.
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BbiBogbl/Conclusions

Takmm o6pasom, npobuoTuyeckme wTamMmbl Bacillus
subtilis n Bacillus megaterium KOppekTUpPYyoT MUKPOOHbIA
nensax coaep>XnMmMoro KMLeYHnKa y NoAcOCHbIX CBUHOMA-
TOK N UX NPUMNOAA, YTO XapakTepusyeTcs yBesMYeHnem
pocTa npeacrasuTenern HopMopaopPbl U CHMXKEHUEM YUC-
JIEHHOIO KOJIMYECTBA YCJIOBHO-MNATOrEHHbLIX M NMaTOreHHbIX
MWKPOOPraHN3MOoB.

MonyyeHHblEe 3aKOHOMEPHOCTU B UISMEHEHUN MUKPOOMO-
Ma Ha hoHe npumeHeHns npobuoTtuka «Jinkeadunn» cospa-
0T NPEeAnoChLINIKM NOBbILEHUSA 3P DEKTUBHOCTN KOHBEPCUU
KOpMa 3a CYEeT NyYLIEero yCBOEHUS NUTATENbHbIX BELLECTB
MaTO4YHbIM MOrOIOBLEM M MOPOCATAMU, a TaKXKE Mosyye-
HWs 6onee 340POBOr0 OTLEMHOIO MOJIOAHSKA, CMOCOBHOro
K 6onee NoOHON peannsaLmm reHeTUYeCKoro noTeHumana.
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XVI MexxayHapogHaa Hay4YHO-NpaKTudeckas KoHdepeHuus
«CBnHOBOACTBO-2024»

OPIrAHU3ATOPbI KOH®EPEHLUN:
¢ HauuoHanbHbii COI03 CBMHOBOA0OB
e MexpyHapoaHas NpoMbILLIEHHAs akagaemMus

KOH®EPEHLUUA NPOBOOAUTCA NPU NOOAEPXXKE:
¢ MuHuUcTepcTBa ceflbCKoro xo3saicrea PO

e PepepanbHoii cNyX6bl N0 BeTEPUHAPHOMY U GUTOCAHUTAPHOMY

Haa3opy PO

OCHOBHBbIE TEMbl KOH®EPEHLWU:

® TeHAEHUMM B Pa3BUTMN CBUHOBOACTBA POCCHM B COBPEMEHHbIX YCIOBUSX
® 3KCnopT — OAVH M3 OCHOBHBLIX BEKTOPOB Pa3BUTUS CBMHOBOACTBA. Mpuo-

pUTETHbIE HanpPaBJIEHUS BKCNOPTa CBUHUHBI N3 PP

® BospacTalolas posib BETEPMHAPHOMO 1 CAHUTAPHOro oGecrneyeHns oTpac-

nn

® KayecTBeEHHbIe KOpMa, MPOAYKTbl BETEPUHAPMM N TUTMEHA Kak 3aor 340p0-

BbSl U BbICOKOW NMPOAYKTUBHOCTU CBUHEN

® CoBpEMEHHbIE TEXHOJIOMNW, TEXHNYECKOE NEPEeBOOPYXEHVE U MOAEePHM3a-

LUMa — OCHOBAa Pa3BUTUSA CBMHOBOAYECKUX NPeanpuaTnii

® TexHuYeckoe perynmposaHue kak paktop 61Mo6e30onacHOCTM NPOM3BOACTEA

K yyactuio B KoHpepeHuun npurnawlaloTca: PyKOBOAUTENN U Cneunanm-
CTbl arpoOXONAVHIOB, CBMHOBOAYECKUX, MsiconepepabartbiBalowmnx U KoMOu-
KOPMOBbIX NpeanpuaTuii; opraHoB ynpaenenuns AMNK cybbekToB Poccuiickoi
®depnepaummn, oTpacneBbix COO30B 1 accoumaumii AMK; oTe4ecTBEHHbIX U 3a-
PYGEXHbIX KOMMNaHui, GupmM 1 NpeanpuaTuii — Npon3soanTeneii obopynosa-
HWS, UHIPEOVEHTOB, BETEPUHAPHbLIX NMPenapaToB; y4eHble 1 npenojasatenu
Hay4YHO-NCCNef0BaTENbCKUX MHCTUTYTOB, BbICLUMX U CPEAHMX NPOdEeCcCnoHanb-
HbIX y4eOHbIX 3aBeEHUI, a TaKkXe pefakTopbl oTpacnesbix CMU.

KoHdepeHuus 6yaet npoxoauTtb B ruépugHom popmaTte, KOTOpbIi

npegycmatpmsaeT odaarH- (TMYHOE) U OHNalH-y4acTume.

no 3asiBkaM 1 Ha carte KoHdepeHuun

Ccblfika Ha nogksoYeHre n TpaHcnsaumio oyaoet
HanpaefieHa TOJIbKO 3apPEerncTPMPOBaHHBIM YHACTHUKAM.
MNpensapuTenbHas perncTpaums oCyLLeCTBIAETCA

(http://grainfood.ru/conference/svinovodstvo-2024).
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