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CpaBHuTenbHbIN PunoreHeTnHeckum npodpusb
MUKPOOMOMa KMLLIEYHMKA KYP 1 LOMALLUHUX r'ycen

PE3IOME

MN3yyeHune 6ropasHoobpasvsi MUKPOOGMOMOB CyXOMyTHOW 1 BOLOMIABAIOLLEN NTULI BAXHO
[NS NyYWero NoHUMaHWs PONu OTAENbHbIX 6aKTEPUIAHBIX TAKCOHOB B MUKPOOHOM NULLEBA-
peHun 1 pa3paboTkn BUAOCHELMPUYHBIX NMPOBMOTUYECKMX MPOAYKTOB, HaNpaB/ieHHbIX Ha
OMTMMU3ALMIO KOPMIIEHUS KYP U FyCe. IKCNEPUMEHTANbHbIE AaHHbIE O GUITOrEHETUHECKON
CTPYKTYPE MUKPOOMOMA KMLLEYHMKA KYP U IOMALLHUX FYCeli B CPaBHUTENBHOM acnekTe orpa-
HWUYEHBI.

Llenbto AaHHOU paboThl BbINO UCCNEfOBaHME CTPYKTYPLI 1 BropasHoobpasus M1KPOBUOTHI
Cnenblx OTPOCTKOB TOJCTOr0 KMLLEYHUKA LbIMIST SLEHOCKOrO HanpasneHus kpocca Pyc-
ckasi benas u rycaT, BbIBEAEHHbIX U3 WL, OAHON KNafku B YCI0BUSX MHKYBaTOpus, C NOMO-
LLbIO CeKBEHMPOBaHKS dpparmeHTa reHa 16S pPHK.

CpaBHUTENbHbI PUNoreHeTnYeckmin npoduib MMkpobroma Kyp 1 ryceli noaTBepXaaeT, 4To
pasnnMuuns B Nx MUKPOOHbLIX coobLLecTBax 0OYCNOBNEHbI 3BOMIOLIMOHHONM aganTaumen K pas-
HbIM TUMAM NUTAHUS, YTO NPOSIBNSETCH B JOMUHUPOBAHNM PA3HbIX QYHKLMOHANBHBIX TPy
GakTepuid, CeLanM3npyIoLLMXCcs Ha NepeBapuBaHnm cneumduyHbIX ANs Kaxaoro Buaa cy6-
cTpatoB. HecmoTps Ha punoreHeTnyeckme n GrUsnMonormyeckmne pasnnums Mexay Kypamm u
rycsiMU, X KMLLEYHbIE MUKPOBUOMBI UMEIOT OnpeaeNieHHOe CXOACTBO. Y 060X BUAOB 06Ha-
pyxeHo 9 06X POLIOB, KOTOPbIE COCTABNSIOT SAPO MUKPOOMOMA U OTBEYAIOT 32 3HAYUTENb-
HYI0 4aCTb QYHKLMOHANBHOrO NOTEHUMANa KUWeYHOM MUKPODIOPbI.

MonyyeHHble pe3ynsTaTsl MOTYT AaTb UHPOPMaLMo Ans GyayLmx uccnenoBaHnin B3auMoc-
BA3M MeXAy MUKPOBMOTOW XeNy[o4YHO-KULLIEYHOrO TPAKTa U Noka3aTensiMm NPoAYyKTUBHOCTU
Kyp 1 rycen.

Knwo4yesble cnosa: mukpobriom, cekseHupoBaHue 16S pPHK, ntuua, fomaluHue rycu, cne-
Mble OTPOCTKM KMLLEYHUKA

Ana umtuposanus: Manuk H.U. n gp. CpaBHUTENbHLIA dunoreHeTuyecknii npoduib Mu-
KpobromMa KULLIEYHMKA KYp 1 AOMaLLHWX ryceli. ArpapHas Hayka. 2026; 408 (07): 23-30.
https://doi.org/10.32634/0869-8155-2026-408-07-23-30

Comparative phylogenetic profile of the intestinal
microbiome of chickens and domestic geese

ABSTRACT

Studying the biodiversity of the microbiomes of land and waterfowl is important for a better
understanding of the role of individual bacterial taxa in microbial digestion and the development
of species-specific probiotic products aimed at optimizing the feeding of chickens and geese.
Experimental data on the phylogenetic structure of the gut microbiome of chickens and
domestic geese are comparatively limited.

The purpose of this work was to study the structure and biodiversity of the microbiota of the
blind processes of the large intestine of chickens of the egg-bearing direction of the Russian
White cross and goslings bred from eggs of the same clutch in an incubator by sequencing a
fragment of the 16S rRNA gene.

The comparative phylogenetic profile of the microbiome of chickens and geese confirms
that the differences in their microbial communities are due to evolutionary adaptation to
different types of nutrition, which is reflected in the dominance of different functional groups
of bacteria specializing in the digestion of substrates specific to each species. Despite the
phylogenetic and physiological differences between chickens and geese, their intestinal
microbiomes have certain similarities. Both species have 9 common genera, which form the
core of the microbiome and are responsible for a significant part of the functional potential of
the intestinal microflora.

The results obtained may provide information for future studies of the relationship between
the microbiota of the gastrointestinal tract and productivity indicators of chickens and geese.
Key words: microbiome, sequencing 16S rBNA, poultry, domestic geese, intestinal caeca
For citation: Malik N.I. et al. Comparative phylogenetic profile of the intestinal microbiome of
chickens and domestic geese. Agrarian science. 2026; 408 (07): 23-30 (in Russian).
https://doi.org/10.32634/0869-8155-2026-408-07-23-30
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BeepeHue/Introduction

Kypbl 1 ofOMallHEHHbIE TYCU Pa3fIYHbIX NMOpon,
ABNSIOTCA OOHMMM M3 CaMbIX MOMNYNSPHbLIX BUOOB B
MHAOYCTPUM pasBedeHus goMalluHen ntuubl. B ycno-
BUSIX MPOMBbILLNIEHHOI O BblpaLLMBaHWs Kyp U Fyceii oc-
HOBHbIM KOPMOBbIM CPEACTBOM CTAaHOBSATCS BbICOKO-
KanopuinHble KOMOMKOPMa C HaBOPOM KOMIMOHEHTOB
pPacTUTENBHOIO N XUBOTHOIO NMPOUCXOXAEHUS. Y ry-
CeMn, Kak 1 y Kyp, pacLienieHune nuLLEeBbIX BOSIOKOH B
OCHOBHOM 3aBMCUT OT MUKPOOHON pepmMeHTaunn B
cnenblx OTPOCTKax, rae MMEeKTC MUKPOOPraHn3Mbl,
Bblaenswowme ¢GepMeHTbl, CNocoOHble pasnaratb
10-30% knetyatkn. Ho B OT/IMHYME OT CYXOMYTHbIX BU-
[OB MTUL, N'yCM — TPaBOSiAHbIE XWBOTHbIE, BaXHOMN
OCOBEHHOCTLIO KOTOPbIX ABASETCHA CMOCOOHOCTL MO-
TpebnaTb 3eNieHble KopMa 1 Apyrme OeleBble KOM-
MOHEHTbI CEJIbCKOXO3SIMCTBEHHbIX KYyNbTyp, a Takxke
COXPaHATb NPOAYKTUBHOCTb NPU pauMOHe C HU3KUM
coaepxaHuem knetyatkm [1, 2]. B To e BpeMs nay-
YeHUIo MMKPOoBMoMa KuLLeYHMKa KYP 1 AOMALUHWX Iy-
celi B CpaBHUTENIbHOM acnekTe B YCIOBUSIX MPOMBbILLI-
JIEHHOrO BbIpaWMBAHUA OO0 MNOCNEAHEro BPEMEHU
He yaensinoch JOMKHONO BHUMaHUS.

OCHOBHOI aKUEeHT Npu GunoreHeTUYeCKoM nccne-
[OBaHNUM MMKPOOMOMOB ryceli bbl1 caenaH Ha cpaB-
HUTENbHOM aHannu3e MUKPOOMOMOB Yy AOMALUHUX U
OVKNX BUOOB ryCen, nx nutaHue, cpega obutaHus m
YCINOBUS XN3HN BECbMa pasdHoobpasHsbl [3, 4]. BuacT-
HOCTM, NO CPABHEHWNIO C AOMALLUHUMW IYCAMK, CO00-
LWecTBa KULIEYHbIX BakTepuin y KaHaOCKUX Ka3apok
1 XypaBnen-kpacaBok obnaganu 6onbluein cnocob-
HOCTbIO K 9HEPreTM4eckoMy OOMEHyY, YTO NO3BONSET
NPeAnooXnTb, 4TO ANKME NTULLI MOTyT 6obLue No-
naraTtbCsi Ha MMKPOBUOTY CBOENO KULLEYHMKA O Bbl-
XMBaHWUS B X0N104HbIX ycrnoBusx [3].

C TOoukM 3peHus obwero GyHKUMOHMPOBAHUS U
PErynmMpoBaHuns NMuLEBAPUTENbHbIX GYHKLNIA, HE CYy-
LWECTBYET CEPbE3HbIX Pa3nuymn B pmuanonormm nun-
LLEBAPEHUS CYXOMYTHOM M BOOOMIABAOLWEN NTULLbI.
OpHako aHaToMuMyeckas agantauns NueBapuTeb-
HOI CUCTEeMbI I'ycei K nepeBapmBaHunio rpyboii KneT-
YyaTkM 1 pasnnyums B 3HepreTmyeckom metabonname
MOTYT CYLLLIECTBEHHO BAINSATL HA CTPYKTYPY KMLLIEYHOr O
Munkpobuoma [5, 6]. XoTsa nccneposaHusi, npoBeneH-
Hble Ho S.Y. (2015), noka3anu, 4To pauunoH 1 coaep-
XaHWe NTUUbl BAUSIIOT HA OTHOCUTESNIbHYIO YMCIEH-
HOCTb OMUHUPYIOLMX TUMOB MUKpobuoma [7], 6b110
BbICKa3aHO NpeanosioxXeHne, YTO BUA NTULLbI-X03AU-
Ha sBNseTcs Hambonee BaXHbIM FEHETMYECKU OMno-
cpenoBaHHbIM GakTopoM, onpefensiowmm cocTas
KMLLEYHOro MMKpPoBHOro cooblecTtaa [8].

YuynTbiBasi COBPEMEHHYIO KOHLUEMLMIO POJIN KMLLEY -
HOM MWKPOBMOTbI B MNogAepXaHum duamnonornye-
CKOro 6naronony4msa xo3samHa, ndyyeHme 61mopasHo-
obpasns MUKPOBMOMOB NTULbI PasHbiX BUAOB C

LLeNbio OCBOEHUS METOA0B YNpaBiieHNa MUKPOBUO-
Mamu CTanu akTyasbHbIMWU TEMaMn 19 OTEHECTBEH-
HbIX N 3apybexHbix nccnegosatenen [9, 10]. 910
BaXHO AN JIYHLWEro MOHUMaHUSA PON OTAENbHbIX
TakCOHOB B MUKPOBHOM MULLLEEBAPEHNN CYXOMYTHON U
BOZOMAaBaloLWen NTmusl 1 paspaboTku BMAoCNeum-
dUYHBIX MPOBUOTUHECKUX MPOAYKTOB, HANPaBIEHHbIX
Ha ONTUMU3ALUMNIO KOPMJIEHNS KYP W FYCEN, yny4lle-
H1e 300PO0BbS U YCBOSEMOCTU NUTATESIbHbIX BELLLECTB
M MOXET ObITb akTyanbHa Ana pas3sutus addek-
TUBHOIO U MEPCOHANM3NPOBAHHOIO MATULEBOACTBA
1 ryceBoacTBa.

Llenbio pgaHHou pabotbl ObINO  UCcnegoBaHue
CTPYKTYpbl 1 BuopasHoobpa3us mMukpobuoma Ku-
LeYyHMKa 340POBOro MOJIoAHSIKa rycen n Kyp Sn4Ho-
ro HanpaBJIEHNS C MOMOLLbIO CEKBEHNMPOBaHUS dpar-
MeHTa reHa 16S pPHK.

MaTtepuansl n MeToabl UCcriefoBaHus /

Materials and methods

[na nccnegosaHnin UICNOAL30BaN 340POBYIO NTU-
Ly: UbINAAT AMLEHOCKOro HanpasneHnsa kpocca Pyc-
ckas benas ogHOM napTumW, BbIBEAEHHbLIX U3 AUL, OT
CNd (cBoboaHble OT cneunduyeckmx naToreHoB)
NTULBI, U FYCST, BbIBEAEHHbIX N3 AUL, OAHOW KNaaku B
ycnoBusix nHkybatopus HIMB MaHmnxuHo Becepoccuin-
CKOro rocygapcTBeHHoro LleHTpa kavyecTBa u cTaH-
JapTusaunm NeKapCTBEHHbIX CPEACTB A5 XNBOTHbIX
1 KOPMOB, N0 5 ronos B kaxaon rpynne. Kopmnenve
Ha NPOTSXXEHNN BCEMO CPOKa BblpallyBaHNs COOTBET-
CTBOBaJIO pekoMeHaaumsm depnepanbHOro Hay4Horo
ueHTpa «Bcepoccuiickmin Hay4yHO-uccnepoBaTenb-
CKUA N TEXHONOIMYECKNIA MHCTUTYT NTULEBOACTBA»
Poccuiickoin akagemum Hayk'.

YcnoBus BeipalyBaHus B rpynnax 6blim oguHako-
Bbl€, KOPMJIEHUE MTULbI — BBOJIIO.

MpeaomeTom mnccnegoBaHus SBASAIOCb COAEPXU-
MOE ChernbiXx OTPOCTKOB TOJICTOrO KuleyHuka (00-
pasupl XxMmyca), noslydeHHoe cpasy nocne 3abos
NTULbI METOLOM LIEPBUKANIbHOW ANCIOKALMNN.

Bce npouenypbl, BbINOSHEHHbIE C YH4aCTUEM XU-
BOTHbIX, COOTBETCTBOBA/IM ITMHECKMUM CTaHOapTaMm,
npuHATBIM EBponeiickoi koHBeHuuen ETS Ne 1232,

BoipeneHne [OHK wn3 o6pa3suoB xumyca ocy-
WecTBNsSAM € nomoubio HabopoB QlAamp DNA
Microbiome Kit (Qiagen, lfepmanus). NMpurotosneHme
OHK-6rnbnnotekn onsa TapreTHoro CEKBEHNMPOBAHMUS
NPoOBOAUIIN COrNacHo npoTokony «16S Metagenomic
Sequencing Library Preparation» ¢ ncnonb3oBaHu-
em Habopa peaktmBoB NexteraXT (lllumina, CLLA).
CekBeHnpoBaHue nposoannu Ha nnatpopme MiSeq
(Ilumina, CLUA) ¢ ncnonb3oBaHmem Habopa peakTu-
BoB MiSeqg Reagent Kit v3 (lllumina, CLLUA), obecne-
YMBAIOLWWEro nosay4yeHue npoyteHnn gnnHon 300 Hy-
KNeoTuaoB.

" PyKOBOACTBO MO KOPMJIEHMIO CENbCKOX03AMCTBEHHOM NTULLE: / DenepanbHoe rocynapcTBeHHoe OloaxeTHOe Hay4yHoe yupexaeHne Pene-
panbHbI HAY4HbIV LEHTP «BCEPOCCUINCKMIA HAYYHO-UCCNEL0BATENLCKUIA M TEXHONOMMYECKNIA MHCTUTYT NTULEBOACTBA» POCCMINCKON akagemum
Hayk (PHLL «-BHUTUM» PAH); paspabotanu: U. A. Eropos [1 ap.]. — Ceprues Mocap, : ®HLL «-BHUTUM» PAH, 2019. — 215 ¢. : Tabn. : 20 cm;

ISBN 978-5-98020-220

2 EBponeiickasi KOHBEHLMS 0 3aLyTe MO3BOHOYHBIX XUBOTHBIX, UCTONb3YEMbIX A1 SKCNEPUMEHTOB MM B. UHbIX HAY4HbIX Lienax (Ctpacoypr, 18
Yy ' Y

mapTa 1986 .) ETS N 123.
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BrnouHdopmaTniyeckmin aHanm3 gaHHbIX CEKBEHU-
poBaHus dparmeHTa reHa 16S pPHK, B Tom yucne
OLEHKa UX Ka4ecTBa, 1 BM3yann3auus NpoBOAMNIINCH
Cc nomouwkio naketa nporpamm QIIME2 [11]. Bbinn
BblOENEHbl YHMKaNbHbIE MOocnenoBaTenbHocTn (ASY,
aHrn. amplicon sequence variant), ona kaxgom m3
KOTOPbIX BbIMOMHANCS NOUCK MNPOTUB HYK1IEOTUAHOMN
6a3bl aHHbIX NCBI, a Takxe ougHMBanach Ux npea-
CTaBNIEHHOCTM B UCccneayembix obpasuax.

[ns onpepeneHns TakCOHOMUYECKOrO COCTaBa UC-
NMosb30BaJiCA HauBHbI OaNecoBCKUA knaccudguka-
TOp, KOTOPbLI ObIN NpeaBapuUTenbHO 0byyeH Ha 6ase
OaHHbIX nocnenoBaTeslbHOCTEN PUBOCOMaNbHbIX re-
HoB Silva. OnpepeneHvie BUAOBOW MPUHAAIEXHOCTU
BbIMOJIHANIOCh HA Pa3HbIX YPOBHSAX, B COOTBETCTBUN C
3TKM BbIN1 oNMcaH cocTae 0bpa3suoB. Npeasaputenb-
HO BbISIM UCKITIOYEHBI HU3KO NpeacTaBneHHble ASV (Ya-
cTtoTa MeHee 1% OT cpedHero KoaM4ecTBa aMrJmko-
HOB Ha oOpa3seL, N BCTPe4aeMoCTb MeHee 4eM B 5%
06pasuoB). Ansa kaxaoi TaKCOHOMUYECKOW eauHULLbI
(bwnnym, knacc, NnopsaokK, CEMENCTBO, poa) U3 npo-
rpammbl QIIME2 6bina BeirpyeHa Tabnuua B popma-
Te Excel (CLLUA) ¢ KOnM4eCcTBOM YHUKASbHBLIX MOCNeno-
BaTe/IbHOCTEelM TakCOHOB ANs Kaxaon npoObl. Janee
Onpeaensanocb OTHOCUTENBLHOE 0Bune Kaxaoro Tak-
COHa: BbIYMCNSNUCH MNPOLLEHT BCTPEYAEMOCTM TaKCO-
Ha (% ASV) B kaxagom obpa3Lle, cpeaHee 3Ha4YeHue
% ASV no Bcem ob6pasuam B rpynrne u ctaHaapTHas
ownbka cpepHero (SEM).

Peaynbratbl U 06CcyXaeHue /

Results and discussion

Mpu dunoreHeTnyeckom NpodUANPOBAHNUN MU-
Kpobuoma cnenbix OTPOCTKOB KULLEYHMKA 340POBbIX
Kyp 1 rycen Ha ypoBHe dunyma K 4OMUHMPYIOLMM
OblNM  OTHECEHbI NpeacTaBuTenn ouy-
MOB Bacteroidota v Firmicutes, reHeTnye-
CKUA MaTtepuan KOTopbix Obl 0BGHApYXeH
N MaeHTNGUUMPOBaAH C 4YaCTOTON, MPEBbI-
watowien 1% Bcex onpeaeneHHbIX yHUKasb-
HbIX NocnegoBatenbHocTen. [JaHHble npea-

VETERINARY MEDICINE I

y Kyp coctaBuna 24,1% ASV, 4Tto cornacyeTcs C aHa-
NornyHbIMKM  nccneposanvaMmn  [12].  OTHocuTenNb-
Hoe obunune Bacteroidota y ryceii coctaBuio Bce-
ro 0,15% ASV. HecmoTps Ha TO, 4TO B UCCNEeLOBaHME
Bacteroidota He Bxogunu B 4ncno Hanbornee pacnpo-
CTpaHeHHbIX GUIYMOB Y BOAOMMABAOLWEN NTULbI, NO
naHHbIM Xiang X. et al. (2019), Wang W. et al. (2018)
nWangW. et al. (2016), npucyTcTBue 6akTepuin 3Toro
TakcoHa ObINIO XapakKTepHo A1 00pa3LoB pekanbHOMN
MNKpOOMOTLI ankoro 6enonoboro rycsa [13, 14, 15].
CornacHo Ali Q. et al. (2022) v Liu J. et al. (2024),
Tmn Bacteroidota SIBNSeTCA akTUBHbIM YYaCTHUKOM
OuocMHTE3a NUNOMNONNCcaxapuaoB B KULLEYHON MU-
KpobunoTe MSCHbIX ryceit [12, 16]. B MUHOPHbLIX KO-
nnyecTtBax (MeHee 1% yHUKanbHbIX MOCNEAOBaTENb-
HOCTel) y rycei Bctpedanuce dunymel Cyanobacteria
n Actinobacteriota, y kyp OH/ OTCYTCTBOBasIN.

OueHka BCTpe4yaeMoCTN TaKCOHOB Ha YPOBHe Kflac-
ca nokasarna, 4To KuleyHast MMKpobuoTa Kyp xapak-
TepusoBanacb npeBanMpoBaHNEM NpeacTaBuTenen
Clostridia (58,8% ASV). BTopbiM N0 cpegHeMy OTHO-
cutensHoMy obunuio 6bin knacc Bacteroidia (24,1%
ASV), 3atem — Bacilli (17,1% ASV). B cpaBHeHUW C
Kypamu, MUKPOBMOM ChenbiX OTPOCTKOB KULLEYHU-
Ka rycem takxke XxapakTepu3oBasiCs MpeBanMpoBa-
Huem npenctasutenen Clostridia (71,8% ASV), BTO-
pbIM MO YMcneHHoCTM 6bin knacc Bacilli (26,2% ASV),
npencTaBNeHHOCTb knacca Bacteroidia He npeBbiLa-
na0,1% ASV (Tabn. 2, puc. 1). B He3Ha4MTENbHbIX KO-
JINYecTBax y rycen BCTPeYaIMCb YHUKasbHbIE Nocie-
nosatenbHocTn Vampirivibrionia, Actinobacteria.

Ha Bcex pucyHkax cTaTby NpeacTaB/ieHo pacnpe-
[eneHne TakCOHOB B KaxA0M 00pa3ue xmMyca NTuubl
B oTAeNbHOCTU. CnenyeTt OTMETUTb, YTO BbISIBASIACh
3HaYMTENbHAA WHAMBMAYaNbHas BapuabenbHOCTb

Puc. 1. ®unoreneTtnyeckuii npodunb MUKPoOGHOMA KMLLIEYHKKA NTULBI HA
ypoBHe knacca. BctpeuaemocTtb TakcoHa, % ASV. Ha rpaduke ykasaHbl
knaccel, 4bm ASV npencrtasneHsl B 06pasuax 6onee yem B 1%

Fig. 1. Phylogenetic profile of the poultry gut microbiome at the class level.

Distribution taxonomic category, % ASV. The diagram shows the classes
whose ASVs is represented in more than 1%

cTaBneHbl Tabnvue 1. 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Bo Bcex Tabnuuax ctatbu MNpuUBEOEHbI %ZXBEI | | I |
0606LLIEeHHblE JaHHble MO BCceM obpasuam A 3::3;:: | I | |
B KaXxgo0l rpynne, ykadaHo cpefHee 3Haye- 5-Kypbl | I
HVEe BCTPEeYaeMOCTU OTAEJSIbHbIX TaKCOHOB mClostridia @ Bacteroidia  mBacilli

no scem obpasuam (% ASV) n ctarpapTHas 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

owmnbka cpegHero (SEM). gg:w ||
MpamnonoxutensHole Firmicutes Gbinn b gg—rvcm [ :
o -rycu
pacnpoCTpaHeHbl Y Kyp (75,9% ASV) n rycen 70-rycu

m Clostridia  mBacilli

(99,4,0% ASV). Toroa kak npeacTaBiieH-
HOCTb rpamoTpuuaTenbHbix Bacteroidota
Tabnmua 2. PunoreHeTnveckuii npodusib MUKpoouoma Ku-
LWeYHUKA NTULbI HA YPOBHE KJlacca

Table 2. Phylogenetic profile of the poultry gut microbiome
at the class level

Tabnmua 1. PunoreHeTnyeckuii npodunb Mukpobmoma ku-
LWeYHMKa NTULbI Ha YPOBHE punyma

Table 1. Phylogenetic profile of the poultry gut microbiome

at the phylum level BcTpeyaeMocTb TakCcoHa (cpeaHee

BCTpe4aeMocTh TaKkcoHa (cpeaHee Knacc oTHOcuTenbHoe obunue), % ASV, £ SEM
dunym OTHOocuTenbHoe obunue), % ASV, + SEM Kypbi Fycun
Kypbi T'ycu Bacilli 17,1 £ 6,3 26,5 5,9
Firmicutes 759 £ 4,6 99,4 £ 0,20 Bacteroidia 24,1 £4,6 0,15+ 0,15
Bacteroidota 241+ 4.6 0,15 + 0,15 Clostridia 58,8 £ 5,2 72,9 £ 6,0
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BCTPEYAEMOCTU OTAESIbHbIX TakCOHOB. Bce ntuupl
COOEepXannucb B OAMHAKOBBLIX YCIOBUSX, MOJyHanu
OLVH 1 TOT X€ paumoH nutaHus. MNo-sungmumomy, Ta-
KoM pa3bpoc AaHHbIX 0OYCNOBNEH MHAMBUAYASbHbI-
MM OCOBEHHOCTSAMU KXA0M NTULBI U OTYACTU MasbIM
pa3MepoM BbIGOPKU (MO 5 rofioB B KaXaowm rpynne).
BonbWMHCTBO  npeobnagalowmx  GaKTEPUAHbIX
KNacCOB, BbISIBIEHHbIX B XOAE aHanu3a, SBMsoTCS
npeacTaBUTENSIMU HOPManbHOM MUKPOMAOPbI KALLIEY-
HMKa, YTO COINIacyeTcsl C paHee NpeacTaBfIEHHbIMU
banHbiMu [17, 18]. MNpepctasutenu knacca Clostridia
BbIAENNINCH KaK CaMast MHOIMOYMCIIEHHAs TaKCOHOMM-
yeckas rpynna, NPUCyTCTByOLLas B MUKPOBUOME Kyp
n rycen. MNpeacraButeny AaHHOro TakCoHa SABMSIIOTCA
o6nmMratHeiMM aHaspobamu 1 GePMEHTUPYIOT Pasnny-
Hble pPacTUTENbHbIE Nonucaxapuabl 40 KOPOTKOLLEMNO-
YEYHbIX XMPHbIX KNCNOT (ByTupara, aueraTa) 1 cnup-
TOB (9TaHONA), UrpaKoLLMX BaXHYI POJib B 340POBbE
nTuy, [19] 1 y4acTByIOLLMX B NOgAEPXaHNE rOMeocTasa
CNN3NCTON 060M10YKM, BKIOHAS YCUneHne 6apbepHoi
GYHKUMN KULLEYHMKA 1 UMMYHHYIO perynsaumio [20].
®dunoreHeTnyeckuii aHann3 MUKPOOMOMOB crie-
MbIX OTPOCTKOB KULLEYHMKA MTULI HA YPOBHE Nopsaa-
kKa nmokasan, 4To B XMMyCe Kyp NpeBannpoBanun Mno-
psgkn Lachnospirales (26,8% ASV), Bacteroidales
(24,1% ASV), Oscillospirales (24,0% ASV) n
Lactobacillales (11,7% ASV), Toroa kak y ry-
cenn — Lachnospirales (63,4% ASV) n Ery-
sipelotrichales (26,1% ASV) (tabn. 3, puc. 2).
Mpu aHann3e pes3ynLTaToB UCCNEOO0BAHUS C
nomouubio QIIME2 yacTb yHUKanbHbIX NOCne-

BCTpeyanucb nopsgkn Monoglobales, y rycen —
Lactobacillales, Bacteroidales, Gastranaerophilales.

PesynbtaTthl 6MONMHPOPMATMHECKOrO aHannsa rno-
Kasanu, 4To B oOpasuax xmmyca Kyp BbISIBNeHO 5 oc-
HOBHbIX CeMencTB: Lachnospiraceae (26,8% ASV),
Rikenellaceae (22,8% ASV), Ruminococcaceae
(21,0% ASV), Lactobacillaceae (11,7% ASV), Clostridia
(7,7% ASV) (Tabn. 4 puc. 3). BctpewaemocTb npeacTa-
Butenen Erysipelatoclostridiaceae v Oscillospiraceae
coctaBuna mMeHee 5%, a Bacteroidaceae, Mono-
globaceae w Eubacterium_coprostanoligenes_
group — meHee 1%.

B Munkpobrvome cnenbix OTPOCTKOB KULLIEYHU-
Ka rycem Ha ypoBHe cemMelncTea naeHTuduumposa-
HO 9 TAKCOHOMMYECKMX rpynmn, U3 KOTOPbIX Hanbo-
nee pacnpocTpaHeHHbIMKM Obinn  Lachnospiraceae
(63,4% ASV) n Erysipelatoclostridiaceae (26,1% ASV)
(tabn. 4, puc. 3). CpeaoHee OTHOcUTeNbHOe 0O6OU-
nve npeacrtasuTenen ceMencts Ruminococcaceae,
Clostridia n Monoglobaceae coOCTaBUNO MeEHee
5%, a Lactobacillaceae, Gastranaerophilales, Oscillo-
spiraceae, Bacteroidaceae — meHee 1%.

TakCOHOMWYECKUI aHanM3 nokasas, 4TO B MMKPO-
OVOME TOJICTOrO KMULLIEYHMKA KYP U MYCen noaasnsio-
wee OOMLLUMHCTBO UAEHTUDULIMPOBAHHBIX CEMENCTB

Puc. 2. dunoreneTnyeckuii npodunb MUKPOBGMOMA KMLLEYHMKA NTULLI HA
YpOBHe nopsaka. BctpeuaemocTtb TakcoHa, % ASV. Ha rpaduke ykasaHsbl
nopsaku, Ybn ASV npencTaeneHsl B o6pasuax 6onee yem B 1%

Fig. 2. Phylogenetic profile of the poultry gut microbiome at the order level.

Distribution taxonomic category, % ASV. The diagram shows the orders
whose ASVs is represented in more than 1%

[0BaTeNbHOCTEN MOXET HEe UOEHTUPULMPO- 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
BaTbCH 00 Tpebyemoro TakcoHa. Hanpumep, 1-Kypbl [ [ [
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npv aHanuse Ha ypoeHe nopaaka 2,4 + 0,8% A 3-kype | T I
ASM y Kyp MOEHTUGULMPOBaHLI TOJLKO A0 éwgt: I ' ' I
knacca Bacilli (tabn. 3). NMonoGHble pesynb- mlachnospirales oBacteroidales  mOscillospirales
TaTbl OTMEYAIOTCA U NPU MaeHTUGMKaUMN A0 olactobacillales mClostridia mErysipelotrichales
cemelicTtea 1 poaa (Tabn. 4, Tabn. 5). B Takmx mknacc Bacilli
cnyyasix B Tabnvuax ykasaH COOTBETCTBYIO- 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
LM TAKCOH, HAa YPOBHE KOTOPOro onpeaene- 66-rycu [ [
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| Lachnospirales | Erysipelotrichales @ Oscillospirales

YHUKasbHbIX NOCef0oBaTelbHOCTEN) Yy Kyp

Tabmmua 3. PunoreHeTnyeckmii npodunb MUKpooGuoma
KMLLIEYHUKa NTULLbI Ha YPOBHE Nopsiaka

Table 3. Phylogenetic profile of the poultry gut microbiome
at the order level

BcTpeyaeMocTb TakCOHa
(cpenHee oTHOoCUTENbHOE 06MNKeE),

Mopsiaok % ASV, + SEM
Kypbi T'ycu

Lachnospirales 26,8 + 2,7 63,4 +5,8
Bacteroidales 24,1+ 46 0,1 0,1
Oscillospirales 24,0 + 3,9 35%1,1
Lactobacillales 11,7 £ 6,7 0,5+0,5
Clostridia 7,720 2,8 £0,7
Erysipelotrichales 3,0+0,8 26,1 £ 6,0
knacc Bacilli * 24+0,8 -

Monoglobales 0,3+0,2 32+1,8

lpumeyaHme: * yHKanbHble NOCNe0BaTENBHOCTM NAEHTUOULN-
pOBaHbl TOSILKO Ha YPOBHE Klacca

Tabnvua 4. PunoreHeTnyeckuit npodpunb Mmkpodroma
KMLLEYHUKa NTULbI Ha YPOBHE CEMeicTBa

Table 4. Phylogenetic profile of the poultry gut microbiome
at the family level

BcTpeyaemocTb TakCOHa,
. (cpenHee oTHOCUTENbHOE 06UMNUE),
CemeiicTBO % ASV, + SEM
Kypbi lycun
Lachnospiraceae 26,8 + 2,7 63,4 £ 5,8
Rikenellaceae 22,8 £5,0 =
Ruminococcaceae 21,0 = 3,6 32+1,0
Lactobacillaceae 11,7 £ 6,7 0,5+0,5
Clostridia 7,7+20 2,8+£0,7
Erysipelatoclostridiaceae 3,0+0,8 26,1 £ 6,0
knacc Bacilli * 24 +0,8 -
Oscillospiraceae 2,0+1,0 0,4+04
Monoglobaceae 0,3+0,2 32+1,8

MpumedaHme: * yHKanbHbIe NOCNen0BaTENbHOCTN NAEHTUdULN-
POBaHbI TOJLKO HA YPOBHE Klacca
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Tabnmua 5. dunoreHeTudeckuii npodunb MUKPO-
6GMoMa KMLIeYHMKa NTULIbI Ha YPOBHE poja

Table 5. Phylogenetic profile of the poultry gut
microbiome at the genus level

Puc. 3. dunoreHeTnyecknii Npopunb MMKPOOMOMA KMLLEYHUKA NTULBI HA
YPOBHe cemeiicTBa. BctpedaemocTb TakcoHa, % ASV. Ha rpaduike ykasaHsbl
cemelicTea, Ybn ASV npeacTasneHbl B 06pasuax 6onee yem B 1%

Fig. 3. Phylogenetic profile of the poultry gut microbiome at the family level.

Distribution taxonomic category, % ASV. The diagram shows the families BCTpeuaeMoCTh TakCoHa

whose ASVs is represented in more than 1%

(cpeaHee oTHOCUTENbHOE

Pon o6unue), % ASV, + SEM
0% 10%  20% 30%  40% 50%  60% 70%  80% 90%  100%
Lo Kypbi lycun

A 2-Kkypb Alistipes 22,8 £5,0 =
im: gRg)Tlgvococcus torques 13714 286+ 57
S-Kypo Lactobacillus 117+67 05%04

@ Lachnospiraceae WRikenellaceae Faecalibacterium 11328 _
I Ruminococcaceae D Lactobacillaceae cem. Lachnospiraceae 2 9,7+07 92+16
B Clostridia W Erysipelatoclostridiaceae Clostridia 77+20 27+07
66_WCMO% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% ceM.'Ruminococc':a.ceaez 48 +1.2 0,5+0,3
B 67-ryon Erysipelatoclostridium 3,0+0,8 25,7 +5,9
68 -rycu Incertae_Sedis 29+0,8 1,4+ 0,6

69 -rycu knacc Bacilli ' 2,4+0,8 -
70-ryen Lachnoclostridium 2102 9,0%0,9
W Lachnospiraceae B Erysipelatoclostridiaceae cem. Oscillospiraceae ? 20+£1,0 0,3+0,2
Sellimonas 1,8 +£0,5 12,3 £1,7
Blautia 0,4 £0,2 29+0,7
Puc. 4. dunoreHetTnyeckmii npodunb MUKpobMoMa KLLIEYHMKA NTULbI HA Monoglobus 0,3+0,2 31+17

ypoBHe poga. BctpeyaeMocTb TakcoHa, % ASV. Ha rpaduike ykasaHbl poga,
yby ASV npeacTaeneHbl B o6pasuax 6onee yem B 1%

Fig. 4. Phylogenetic profile of the poultry gut microbiome at the genus level.
Distribution taxonomic category, % ASV. The diagram shows the genuses

MpumedaHue: ' yHyKanbHble NOCcNef0BaTeNbHOCTM
UAEHTUGULMPOBAHbI TONILKO HAa YPOBHE KNnacca; 2 yHu-
KasibHble MOCef0BaTENbHOCTY MAEHTUPUUMPOBAHDI

whose ASVs is represented in more than 1%

TOMBKO Ha YPOBHE CEMENCTBA

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% .
1-Kypbl MHOFOYMCNEHHBIM Y Kyp U FYCEl, 4TO yka-
A %%BE: 3blBAET Ha ero GpyHaamMeHTasbHyI0 POJib B
4-Kypbl KULIEYHUKE NTUL, BEPOATHO, CBA3AHHYIO
>-Kyps ¢ dpepmeHTaumen kopma. lNMpeacrasutenn
u Alistipes 1 Ruminococeus_torques_group 3TOro TakCOHa — CneumanM3upoBaHHbIE
lggnf:.oLt?aacﬂlr:gsspiraceae :Efg:tar!'j’igde””m bepmeHTepbl Pa3HO0BpPa3HbLIX PacTUTeNb-
u cem. Ruminococcaceae u Erysipelatoclostridium HbIX noniMcaxapnaos.
u Incertae_Sedis mknaccBacilli MuKPOGMOM Tyceit xapakTepusyeTcs
u Lachnoclostridium u cem. Oscillospiraceae . o .
u Sellimonas BbICOKOW KOHLIEHTpaLMen ABYX CEMEWNCTB,
oTHocsawmxcs kK knacey Clostridia: Lachno-
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% spiraceae w Erysipelatoclostridiaceae. 910
gg;zs: roBoput 0 Oonee y3kocneunannavpoBaH-
b 68-ryeu HOM, HO MOLLHOM COO0OLLECTBE, NPUCNOCO-
33323 6neHHOM K nepepaboTke cneumpuyeckmnx

B Ruminococcus_torques_group

M Erysipelatoclostridium

KOMMOHEHTOB paumMoHa (rpybble kopma u
KneTyaTka), XxapakTepHbIX OJ1s BOOOMNaBa-

1 Sellimonas cem. Lachnospiraceae
B Lachnoclostridium B Monoglobus toLmX ATML,. MUKPOBMOM KYp, HaNpOTKB, S8~
m Blautia u Clostridia nsietcs 6onee cb6anaHCUPOBAHHLIM 1 pPa3-

OTHOCATCA K Firmicutes, 4TO B LIENOM COInacyeTcs ¢
pesynsTatamu MCCNeAOBaHUM, MNOCBSALWEHHbIX W3-
4yeHuo MUKpobromos kyp [10], AOMALIHMX U ANKNX
rycei [12]. Fang S. et al. (2023) cuuTatoT, 4TO OT-
HOCUTENbHOE AOMUHUpPOBaHMe dwuna Firmicutes y
NTULUBl CBA32HO C MEeTaboNMYEeCKMMU aKTUBHOCTS-
MW npeacTtaBuTeNien 3TOro TakCoHa, B HaCTHOCTU C
yrneBoaHbIM 06MeHOM, BMOCMHTE30M U MeTabosn3-
MOM KODaKTOPOB U BUTAMMHOB, NMNNAOB, PEPMEH-
TOB, aMVUHOKMCIOT U [MI0KaHa, CUHTE30M KOPOTKOLEe-
NMOYEYHbIX XMPHBIX KUCJIOT, TAKMX Kak aleTar, 6yTmpar,
nakTat n nponuoHar [21, 22, 23].

Pasnnumna Ha ypoBHE CEMENCTB BbIPaXEHbI OYEHb
SIPKO N TakuM 0Opas3oM MO3BONSIOT NPEennoIoXuUTb
pasHylo MULLEBYID cheuvanu3aumio n Gusanonoruio
nvLLEeBapeHns y BOAOMIABaoLWEN U CyXONYTHON NTU-
ubl. CemeinnctBo Lachnospiraceae aBnseTcs cambiM
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HoOGpasHbIM. NMomumo Lachnospiraceae, B
HeM GOJbLUYIO POSib UrPatoT TakMe CEMENCTBA Knac-
ca Clostridia, kak Rikenellaceae, Ruminococcaceae
n Lactobacillaceae. Ruminococcaceae W3BECTHbI
KaK 3 PEKTUBHbIE LENMON030NTUKN. VX NOBLILLIEH-
HOe coaepXaHue y Kyp — OXnaaemblii pesynbsrat, HO
y rycen ux ¢GyHKUMIO, BUOMMO, BbINONHAT gpyrve
cemencrtea (Hanpumep, Lachnospiraceae). Takas
CTpPyKTypa Mukpobuoma kyp npegnonaraet 6onee
LINPOKNI CcnekTp depMeHTaTUBHbBIX aKkTUBHOCTEN U,
BO3MOXHO, WHYIO CTpaTernio n3Biied4eHna aHeprunm
13 KopMma.

AHann3 TakCOHOMMYECKOro cocTaBa MI/IKpO6HbIX
COOOLLLECTB Ha YPOBHE POAOB Nokasas XxapakTepHble
0COBEHHOCTN COOBLLECTB 340P0BOM NTULLI (Tabn. 5,
puc. 4).

CpenHee OoTHOCUTENIbHOE 0O6UNMe HeKOTOPbIX Bak-
TGpVII7IHbIX poooB pa3sinyasioCb B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT
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Buaa ntuubl. CoobliecTBo y kKyp 6bIIO npencTas-
NIeHO GaKkTepUsIMM YeTblpex OOMUHUPYIOLLMX TakCo-
HOB: Alistipes (22,8% ASV), Ruminococcus_torques_
group (13,7% ASV), Lactobacillus (11,7% ASV),
Faecalibacterium (11,3% ASV), Clostridia (7,7%
ASV), coobLecTBO y ryceit — TakxXke 4eTblpbMsl OC-
HOBHbIMUW TakcoHaMun: Ruminococcus_torques_group
(28,6% ASV), Erysipelatoclostridium (25,7% ASV),
Sellimonas (12,3% ASV), Lachnoclostridium (9,0%).

Y Kyp cpeaHee 0THOCUTESNIbHOE 0bunne npeacTaBm-
Tenenm popoB Erysipelatoclostridium, Incertae_Sedis,
Lachnoclostridium, Sellimonas coctaBuno meHee 5%,
y Fycen B He3Ha4nTesSIlbHOM KONMYeCTBe (Takke me-
Hee 5%) OblIM BbISIBNIEHbI NPEACTaBUTENN TakCOHOB
Clostridia, Blautia, Monoglobus, Incertae_Sedis.

MonyyeHHble AaHHble NOKa3blBAKOT, YTO HECMOTPS
Ha dunoreHeTnyeckme n GU3NoNorMyeckne pasnm-
4ynsa Mexay Kypamm n rycsiMum, Ux KueyHble MUKpPO-
OMOMbl MMEIOT onpenesieHHoe CXoAcTBO. Y oboux
BNOOB 0BOHapyxeHo 9 obLiux poaoB, KOTOpblE CO-
CTaBnAOT 94Pp0 MMKpOBMoMa 1 OTBEYAIOT 3a 3HA4U-
TeNbHYIO YacTb QYHKUMOHANILHOrO noTeHumana Ku-
LEeYHOM MUKPODNOopskI.

Y Kyp NpUCYTCTBYIOT YHMKaJNIbHblE POAa C BbICO-
KUM OTHOCUTeNbHbIM obunmnem (Alistipes (22.8%),
Faecalibacterium (11.3%)), 4TO MOXeT oOTpaxaTb
agantaumio K nepeBapuBaHMI0O 3ePHOBbLIX KOPMOB.
dunotun Bacteroidota, npeacTaBneHHbI B UCCIe-
JOBaHNM OOMUHMPYIOWMM Yy Kyp pogom Alistipes,
cuntaeTcsa adpPeKTUBHBLIM pasnararesiemM Henepesa-
prBaeMblx yrneBogoB, 0COOEHHO LEN0I03bl 1 Kpax-
mMana [24, 25, 26]. NpeactaButenu aToro punyma B
KULLEYHUNKE KYP BbINONHAT GYHKUMW Aenonnmepu-
3auum yrneBoaoB 1 6enkoB B CTEHKAaX PaCTUTENbHbIX
KNeTok, a ux Mmetabonmam NnpueoaMT K 06pa3oBaHuIO
auerara, nponuoHaTa unun cykumHarta [27, 28]. Torga
Kak y rycen éounotun Bacteroidota npeacraBneH Ha
BCEX TAKCOHOMWYECKNX YPOBHSAX €ANHUYHBIMU YHU-
KaNbHbIMW MOCNEeA0BaTENbHOCTSAMM.

B otnnume o1 kyp, MMKPOBMOM CrenbiXx OTPOCTKOB
KMLLEYHNKA300POBbIXI'YCENHE COAEPXMTYHUKANbHbIX
ponoB. MukpobHoe coobLWEeCTBO BOAOMIABAlOLLEN

NTUUbl OTAnMyaeT obunmne (npumepHo 60%) npea-
ctaButenen knacca Clostridia, coctosiliee N3 po-
noB Ruminococcus_torques_group, Sellimonas w
Lachnoclostridium. Torga kak y Kyp B 06pa3uax xmmy-
ca KJI0OCTPUAUN COCTaBNAT NpumMepHo 32% mn npea-
CTaBneHbl pogamu Ruminococcus_torques_group,
Faecalibacterium wn Clostridia. Takxe BbIIBNEHO, 4TO
knacc Bacilliy kyp onpenensetcss MHOrO4YMCNEHHbIMU
npencrtaesutenamm popa Lactobacillus (11,7%) v po-
nowm Erysipelatoclostridium (3,0%), ay ryceit — Tob-
KO poMuHupylowmm Erysipelatoclostridium (25,7%).
OTHOCUTENLHO BbICOKAss PacnpPOCTPaHEHHOCTb OT-
DenbHbIX 6aKTEPUNHBIX TAKCOHOB B KULLIEYHUKE 300-
POBOW NTULBI MOXET ObITb CBSI3aHA C OCOOEHHOCTS-
MU PU3NONOrMen NUTaHNS Kyp U rycen.

BbiBoabi/Conclusions

MpoBeneHHbIe NccnenoBaHns Ha Manoin Belbopke
06pa3sLoB NO3BOINAN YCTAHOBUTb TAKCOHOMUYECKMNIA
COCTaB M COOTHOLUEHWE OCHOBHbIX FPynn MWUKPO-
OpPraHM3MoB B MMKPOOMOME CieMbIX OTPOCTKOB KU-
LeYyHMKa 300pOBOI CEbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHOW NTULLbI.
Onpepensiiolwnm $HakTopoM, BAMSIOWMM Ha BUOO-
BOe pasHoobpaswue, aBnsgeTcs Tun nutanus. Mo pe-
3ynbratamMm BbICOKONPOU3BOANTENLHOIO CEKBEHUPO-
BaHWS, B MMKPOOHOM COOBLLECTBE KMLLIEYHUKA FyCen
JomMuHmpoBan eunym Firmicutes, 6bin NpeacTaBneH
knaccamwu Clostridia v Bacilli. Y kyp Takxe LOMUHNPO-
Banv npegcraesutenu Firmicutes (knaccol Clostridia v
Bacilli), cybAOMNHAHTOM B M3Yy4YeHHbIX 06pasuax aB-
nanca ¢ounym Bacteroidota (pop Alistipes). Taknm
ob6pasom, 3BOMIOLUMOHHANA aganTtaums K pa3HbiM TU-
nam NUTaHus (CyxOMnyTHblE Kypbl NPOTUB TPaBOsa-
HblX/BOgoNNaBaloWmx rycen) npmeena K Gopmu-
pPOBaHMIO OBYX Pa3fMyHbIX CTpaTernihi NOCTPOEHUS
MWKPOOHOIro CcoobLLecTBa TONCTOrO KULUIEYHMKA
CENbCKOXO3AMCTBEHHON NTuUbl. [lonydyeHHble pe-
3ynbTathl MOFYT gatb MHbopmauuio gna Oyayuimx
nccnefoBaHWm B 4acTyW B3aMMOCBSA3U MexXay Mu-
KPOBMOTOM XeNnyao4yHO-KULLEYHOro TpakTa, nokasa-
Tensamm NpoayKTUBHOCTM Kyp U rycen n Belbopa Le-
NEBbIX NPOBUOTUYECKUX LUTAMMOB AJ15 T'YCEN U Kyp.

Bce aBTOpbI HECYT OTBETCTBEHHOCTL 32 PabOTy U NPEACTABNEHHbIE
[laHHble.
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®UHAHCUPOBAHUE
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