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PED®EPAT

PesynpTaThl METarcHOMHOIO aHAIIM3a BBISBHJIM BBICOKOE (HIOTCHETHYECKOE U

TaKCOHOMHYECKOE pa3HooOpasre MUKPOOHOTO cOOOIIECTBa KaK MPOCBETHOM, TaK 1
| MYKO3HO# MHKPO(]IOpH! KHIIEYHOT0 MUKPOOHOMA ITHILBI. AHAIU3 TAKCOHOMHYE-

|  CKOii CTPYKTYpPBI CPaBHUBAEMbIX MUKPOOMOMOB TI0Ka3all, KaK CXOJCTBO, TaK U pa3-
W JIMYMS B TAKCOHOMUYECKOM pa3HOOOpasuy M OTHOCHTENbHOM obmmuu (%) Oakre-
pHii CpaBHUBaeMbIX MUKPOOHOMOB Ha YPOBHE MOPsIJIKa, Kiiacca, poja.

Ha ypoBHe THIIOB B TPOCBETHOM M MYKO3HOM MHKPOOHMOME KHILIEUHHKA MITHIBI UACHTH(DU-
LUPOBAaHO 24 TaKCOHOMUYECKUE KaTeropuu, Ha YpOBHE Kjacca 35, Ha ypoBHe nopsiika 75, Ha
ypoBHe cemeiicTBa 168, Ha ypoBHe poaa — 350.

OCHOBHYIO JIOJIF0 MHKPOOHOTO COOOIIECTBA NMPOCBETHOIO M MYKO3HOTO MHKpPOOHOMa CO-
CTaBJISUTH MUKPOOPTaHU3MBI, OTHOCAIIHECs K TunaM Firmicutes, Proteobacteria, Actinobacteria
Cyanobacteria u Bacteroidetes. CpaBHeHHE OHOJIOTHYECKOTO pa3HOOOpa3Hsl TOJICTOKUIIEYHOTO
1 MYKO3HOTO MHKPOOHMOMOB Ha YpOBHE (uiiyma I10Ka3ajio, 4TO OTHOCHTENbHasl BeJaunynHa Pro-
teobacteria mo oTHoreHuIo K Firmicutes B Myko3HOM MHKpoOHoMe ObUTO B 3,25 pasa Bblile, a
cootHoureHue Firmicutes k Bacteroidetes B TosncTokuieuHom Mukpoduome B 3,98 pasa Bblie,
4eM B MYKO3HOM.

Ha ypoBHe poja pa3inuus B COCTaBe MHKPOOHOMOB IIPOSIBHIIMCH OOJBILIEH OTHOCHUTEIBHOM
nornei (mo yOwIBaromiell) B MPOCBETHOM MHUKpoOHMOMe mpeicraBuTeneil poma Lactobacillus,
Candidatus Arthromitus, Romboutsia, Gallibacterium, Campylobacter, Enterococcus, u npen-
craButene poaa Acinetobacter, Staphylococcus, Bacillus u Bradyrhizobium B myko3HOM.

VYriy0néHHOe M3yueHHe KHMIIEYHOH MUKPOOHOTBHI C MCIIOJIB30BAHHEM IIPHEMOB KYJIbTHBH-
POBaHMsI U BBICOKOTEXHOJOIMYHBIX METOIOB HICHTU(HUKALUH MUKPOOPIaHU3MOB C y4ETOM
pe3yJIbTATOB METareHOMHOI'0 aHalii3a MMO3BOJSIET 3HAYUTEIbHO PACIIUPUTH Mpe-
CTaBJIEHHE O BHUJOBOM MHOT000pa3suu MHUKPOOMOMOB M QYHKIHMAX NpeacTaBU-
TeJed pa3NMYHBIX TAKCOHOB B HMOJJEPXKAHUHM 3A0POBBS NTHUIBI, a TAaKXe II
bopMHUPOBAHHS NEPENUCH NIPEACTABUTEICH HOPMAJIBbHOW MUKPODIOPHl MTHIHI.
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BBEJEHUE

HopmanbHast Mukpogiopa npeactaBiset
co0Oil KauecTBEHHOE M KOJINYECTBEHHOE
COOTHOIIICHHE PAa3HOOOPA3HBIX MOMYJISLIUI
MHKPOOOB OTIENBHBIX OPTaHOB U CHCTEM,
MOJICpKUBAIOIIee OMOXMMHUYECKOE, MeTa-
Oonmdyeckoe 1 UMMYHOJIOTHUECKOE paBHOBE-
cue, HeOOXOMMUMOe I COXPaHCHHS 370PO-
Bbsl ®HUBOTHBIX [1-3]. Baxneiinieit ¢pyHKium-
ell MHUKpPOQIIOpPHI SIBISCTCS €€ YYacTHC B
(hopMUpPOBAaHUU PE3UCTCHTHOCTH OpPraHU3Ma
pa3uyHbIM  OOJE3HSIM ©  OOecrecuYcHHe
MPEIOTBPALIEHUS] KOJIOHU3aLUNW OpraHu3Ma
YEJI0BEKa MOCTOPOHHUMH MHUKpPOOpraHU3Ma-
MU.

IITuneBoncTBO ABIAETCS OJHOW M3 ca-
MBIX OBICTPOpACTYIIHUX OTpaciel B MHpe.
OnHaKo HECMOTPS Ha PE3KyI0 aKTUBU3AIIHIO
HCCIICIOBAaHUN B O0JIACTH M3YyYCHHsI KHIIICU-
HOTO MHKpPOOHMOMa IPOMBINUICHHON IITHIIHI,
Ps BOIPOCOB JI0 HACTOSILIETO BPEMEHU BCE
emEé OCTAETCS HEPEEHHBIM, CPEAN HUX Pa3-
JIMYUS TaKCOHOMMUYECKOTO COCTaBa MHUKPO-
OMOLIEHO30B HA YpPOBHE THUIIOB U POJIOB B
Pa3IUYHBIX OTAENaX KHIICUYHUKA, BIMSHHE
MEJMKAaMEHTO3HONH Harpy3Ku Ha CTPYKTYpPY
KHIICYHOTO MHUKPOOMOMA W Psii IPYTUX BO-
IIPOCOB, CBSI3aHHBIX C MOHUMaHUEM B3aUMO-
JICHCTBUSL MEXKAY XapaKTepOM HU3MEHEHUH B
CTPYKType KHIIEYHOTO MHKpOOMOMa U
PHUCKOM pa3BUTHSA MHKPOOHOM-
ACCOIIMMPOBAHHBIX 0OJIE3HEH MTHIIBI M BO3-
HUKHOBEHUIO PE3UCTEHTHOCTH[4-6] .

B aroit cBsizuM guarHocTuka COCTOSHUSA
HOpMaJbHOW  MHUKPOOHOTHI  JKEIYJOUYHO-
KHUIIEYHOTO TpakTa CeJIbCKOXO3SHCTBEHHOU
NTHIE C IIeThI0 pa3pabOTKU M OCYIIECTBIIC-
HUSL MEp IO €€ COXPAHEHUIO MJIM BOCCTAHOB-
JIEHUIO, SIBJISIETCS] aKTyaJlbHOM 3a/1aueil Bete-
pUHApHOI MeauIuHBI, 0003HauYeHHOI B No
492-®3 “O Ouosornyeckoit 0€30MacHOCTH B
Poccuiickoit @enepanuu”. DopMupoBaHUE
KOJUIEKLIUM IIPEJCTaBUTENIEH HOPMalbHOU
MHUKPOQIIOPEl YeJIOBEKAa M CEIBCKOXO3Si-
CTBEHHBIX JKHBOTHBIX PErjJaMeHTHUPOBAHO
ITocranoBnenuem mpasutenbsctBa PO oT
16.04.2022 Ne676.

Jlns OolleHKH TaKCOHOMMYECKOTo pa3Ho-
o0pasuss MUKPOOHBIX COOOMIECTB HApSIy C
MUKPOOHOIIOTHYECKUMHU TEXHUKAMH H3y4e-
HUSI MUKPOOHMOMAa Ha KOCHCTEMHOM YPOBHE
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MIAPOKO HCHOJIB3YIOTCS METar€HOMHBIE TEX-
HOJIOTHM CEKBEHHPOBAHMS, OCHOBAaHHBIC Ha
nonuMopduiMe JUIMH TEepPMHUHAIBHBIX pe-
CTPUKIMOHHBIX (parMeHToB TeHOB 16S
pPHK, B Tom umucne u jiis uzydenus Guosio-
THYECKOH U IKOJIOTUUECKOHM PONU KHUILIEYHO-
O MHKpPOOMOMa C TOYKH 3PEHHUS BHIOBOTO
cocraBa, Pa3HOOOpas3nsi M CTPYKTYPHI CO00-
IIECTB M JAal0T BO3MOXHOCTh HA OINHCATENb-
HOM YpPOBHE BBISIBUTH HEKYJIbTHBHPYEMBIE
YJICHBl KHINCYHBIX MHKpoOuomoB. [7-9] B
9TOHM CBSI3U pa3paboTKa W OCYIIECTBICHUS
Mep IO COXPAaHEHHIO MM BOCCTAaHOBJICHUIO
HOpPMAaJbHOU KUILIEYHOU MHUKPOOHOTEI
Hepa3pbIBHO CBsI3aHA KaK C CEJIeKIUeH mpea-
CTaBUTENIEH HOPMAJIbHOM KUIIEUYHON MHUKPO-
(hitopBI ¢ NEHCTBEHHBIMU MPOONOTHIECKIMHU
CBOHCTBAaMH MHKPOOHOIOTHYECKHIMH METO-
JIlaMH, TaK U U3y4YE€HHEM BIIUSHUS MPOOUOTH-
KOB Ha MHUKPOOHMOTY NTHIl METOJIOM MeTare-
HOMHOTrO aHanuza [10-11].

B cBs3u ¢ BBINIEH3TIOKEHHBIM, AWArHO-
CTHKa COCTOSIHUSI HOPMaJIbHOH MUKPOOHOTHI
JKEITYZOYHO-KHUIIIEYHOTO TPAKTa CEIILCKOXO-
3AHCTBEHHOM NTUIBI MHUKPOOHOIOTHYECKH-
MH METOJIaMH M METOJaMH METarecHOMHOTO
aHaIM3a B CPAaBHUTEIHHOM acleKTe U cOo3/a-
HHE KOJIICKIIMM NpeACTaBUTENIeH HOpMaib-
HOW KHMINEYHOH MHUKPOQIOPHI NTHII SBIIS-
eTcsl aKTyaJbHOM M CBOEBPEMEHHOH 3aja-
4eld, KOTOpasi MOXKET MOTEHIIHAIBHO CHOCO0-
CTBOBaTh pa3pabOTKe HOBBIX TepareBTHUE-
CKHX CTpaTeruil Uil MOAYJISIMU COCTaBa
MHUKpPOOMOMOB B TUIAHE BO3/ICHCTBUS HA 3]10-
POBbE JKMBOTHBIX JJisi OOpbOBI C TII0Oasb-
HbIM OpemMeHeM HeWH(EKIMOHHBIX 3aboJe-
BaHUHM M YCTONYMBBIM IPOM3BOJICTBOM 0€3-
OTACHBIX W KAa4YECTBEHHBIX OEJIKOBBIX MPO-
JIYKTOB B IINTAHUH YEJIOBEKA.

HEJIb PABOTBI: ¢opmupoBath mepe-
YeHb NpeJICTaBUTENIeH HOPMAIbHOM MHUKpO-
(h7OpBI NTHIBI C TMOMOIIBIO COBPEMEHHBIX
MOJICKYJISIPHO-T€HETHUECKUX TEeXHOJIOT U
MATEPHUAJIBI U METO/IbI

OO0pasupl Ui WCCIe0BaHUNA ObLIN OTO-
OpaHBI OT Kyp MHOpOABI OEIbIi JIETTOpH B
Bo3zpacte 90 nHEH, He MOJy4yaBLIMX AHTH-
OMOTHKY, BBIPALICHHBIX B BHBApHU C KOH-
TPOIMPYEeMOH Tojadeil BO3IyXa B WHIUBHU-
JTyaJbHBIX KJIETKaX, HCKIFOYAIONINX TPYIIIIO-
BOM KOHTakT. OOpa3isl KOPMOB IPOBEPS-
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Pucynox 1. Qunozenemuueckuit npogunv npoceemnozo (luminal) u myxkoznozo (mucosal)

Mm(poﬁuoma nmuusl Ha ypoeéHe muna.

Taoauma 1

KoanyecTBeHHbIE pe3y/IbTaThl HCCIET0BAHMSA (pHIOreHeTHYeCKOro npoguis Ha
YPOBHe THIA

M . IIpocBeTHbIH
Tun Mmukpoopranusma YKO3HBII MHKPOOHOM MHKPOOHOM

poop % reed, £SEM o P

% reed, £SEM

Firmicutes 48,84 + 3,57 85,23 + 7,85
Proteobacteria 4570 £2,72 9,62 + 5,38
Epsilonbacteraeota 3,13 +0,87 5,05+2,51
Bacteria, unclassified 1,80+ 0,14 0,01
Reed, unclassified 0,30+ 0,07 0
Bacteroidetes 0,14 + 0,04 0
Actinobacteria 0,06 + 0,04 0
Cyanobacteria 0,04 0,05+0,01
Patescibacteria 0 0,03 +0,02

JIUCh Ha HaJM4yue aHTHOMOTHKOB. OOpasiibl
COJIEPKMMOTO TOJICTOTO OTAETa KUIICYHUKA
Y MYIWHOBOTO CIIOS MOJTy4Yasld Cpa3y IOcCIe
32005 NTHIBI METOJOM IIEPBHKAIBHON ITHC-
JIOKAIINN.

Breinenenne JIHK n3 merareHOMHBIX 00-
PAas3I0B OCYIIECTBIUIN C MIOMOIIBI0 HAOOPOB
QIAamp DNA Microbiome Kit (Qiagen,
I'epmanns) cormacHO MHCTPYKIIUH MTPOU3BO-
nurens. IIpoBepky KkauecTBa BbIJIEICHHON
JHK npoBoaumu Metomom 3ekTpodopesa B
0,8 % arapo3HoM reje, a TaKXKe ¢ UCIOJIb30-
BaHUEM CHCTEMBl MHUKPOKACCETHOTO 3JIEK-
Tpodopesa TapeStation 4200. KonmeHtpa-
muto JIHK wm3mepsiin  Ha  hmyopumerpe
Quantus (Promega). IlomroroBka JIHK-
OMOIMOTEKH TPOBEJCHA COTJIACHO MPOTOKO-
ay «16S Metagenomic Sequencing Library
Preparation» ¢ wucnons30BaHHEeM Hadopa
peaktuBoB NexteraXT. Jlnsi cexBeHupoBa-
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HUS MCIIOJIb30BaH HAOOp peakTuBoB MiSeq
Reagent Kit v3, obecrnieunBaromuii nomyue-
Hue npoutreHuid JumHoM 300 HyKIEOTHIOB.
J1st aHanM3a JaHHBIX CEKBEHHpoBaHMs 16S
pPHK wucnonb3oBasics mnaker mnporpamm
QIIME2 u nporoxosr DADA2. iy onpene-
JICHU TaKCOHOMHYECKOTO COCTaBa HCIOJb-
30BaJICSI HAaWBHBIM OaiiecOBCKUI Kilaccu(u-
KaTop, o0y4eHHbI Ha 0a3e JaHHBIX MOCIe-
JIOBaTeIbHOCTEH pHOOCOMHBIX TreHoB Silva.
Bakrepun, mpeacTaBiIeHHBIE B KOJIMUYECTBE
MeHee 1% OT cpeaHero KoJmM4ecTBa aMIuIu-
KOHOB Ha 00pasel], ObUTH HCKJIIOYEHBI.
PE3YJIbTATBI U OBCYXXJIEHUE

B xoje Haeit paboTel Obl ITpoaHaIN3U-
poBaH OOJBIION MacCHB JIAaHHBIX OT KaXJIO-
ro oOpasma B OTJACIbHOCTH. Pe3ynbraThl
METareHOMHOT'O aHaJln3a BBIIBUIIM BBICOKOE
(usoreHeTHYECKOE M TaKCOHOMHYECKOE
pazHooOpa3ue MUKpOOHOTO COOOIIEeCTBA KakK
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Pucynox 2. @unozenemuueckuii npogpunv npoceemnozo (luminal) u mykosznozo (mucosal)

Mqu06u0Ma nmuubl Ha ypoeHe Kiacca

Taoauna 2

KosmyecTBeHHBbIE pe3yJibTaThl HCCIe0BaHUs (GUIOreHeTHYEeCKOro npoduis Ha
YPOBHe KJlacca

Knace Mmukpoopranms- Myxo3HbIii MUKPOOHOM, IIpocBeTHBIN MUKPOGHOM,
Ma % reed ,=SEM % reed +SEM
Bacilli 32,68 +221 66,05+ 13,63
Clostridia 16,16 + 4,27 19,09 + 8,23
Gammaproteobacteria 44,20 £ 2,72 9,52 + 5,37
Campylobacteria 3,13 +0,87 5,05+2,51
Bacteria, unclassified 1,80 £ 0,14 0,01
Alphaproteobacteria 1,50 £0,15 0,10+ 0,03
Reed, unclassified 0,30+ 0,07 0
Bacteroidia 0,14+ 0,04 0
Actinobacteria 0,06 = 0,04 0
Oxyphotobacteria 0,04 0,05+ 0,01
Negativicutes 0 0,09 = 0,08
Saccharimonadia 0 0,03 +0,02

IIPOCBETHOM, TaK M MYKO3HOH MHKPOQIIOpHI
KUIIEYHOTO MHKpOOMOMa TTHIBL. AHaJIU3
TAKCOHOMHMYECKOH CTPYKTYpbl CpaBHHMBae-
MBIX MHKPOOHMOMOB TOKa3aJl, KaKk CXOZCTBO,
TaK M pa3jinyusi B TAKCOHOMHUYECKOM pa3Ho-
o0Opasuu 1 oTHOcHUTeNIbHOM oOminn (%) 6ak-
TEpUil CPaBHUBAEMBIX MHKPOOHMOMOB Ha
YPOBHE NOpsIZIKa, Kilacca, pojia U BUJA.

Ha ypoBHe THIIOB B IPOCBETHOM M MY-
KO3HOM MHKpPOOMOME KHIICYHHKA HTHIIBI
uaeHTHGUINPOBaHO 24 TaKCOHOMHUYECKHE
KaTeropuu.

OCHOBHYIO JIOJIIO MHUKPOOHOTO coo0Iie-
CTBa MPOCBETHOTO M MYKO3HOTO MHKPOOHO-
Ma COCTaBILUIM MHUKPOOPTaHU3MBI, OTHOCS-
muecst K tunaMm Firmicutes, Proteobacteria,
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Actinobacteria Cyanobacteria u Bacteroide-
tes (puc.1, Tabm.1).

CpaBHeHHE OHOJIOIMYECKOrO pa3HooOpa-
3Ms TOJICTOKHIIIEYHOT'O ¥ MYKO3HOTO MHKPO-
OMOMOB Ha ypOBHE THIIA TOKAa3ajo0, YTO OT-
HOcUTeNbHasi BeduuyuHa Proteobacteria mo
OTHOIICHUIO K Firmicutes B MyKO3HOM MHK-
pobuome 6bUTO B 3,25 pasa BHIIIE, a COOTHO-
mienue Firmicutes K Bacteroidetes B Toncro-
KHIIIEYHOM MHUKpoOuome B 3,98 pasa Bbiliie,
YeM B MYKO3HOM.

Bo3MoxkHO, OTHOCHUTEIBHOE JOMUHHUPO-
BaHue ¢uia Proteobacteria B cpaBHEHUH C
Firmicutes B MyLIUHOBOM CJIO€, CBSI3aHO C
pa3IMYHBIME (DYHKIIMOHAIBHBIMUA aKTHBHO-
CTSIMU TIPEJICTaBUTENEH ITHX TaKCOHOB. B
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Tabauna 3

KoauuecTBeHHbBIE pe3yJabTaThl HCCIIEA0BAHUSA (lmﬂoreHeanecxoro leO(l)l/I.]'lﬂ

Ha YPOBHE NMOPsAKa

Topsiox Myxo3HbIii MUKPOOHOM , IIpocBeTHbIi MUKPOOHOM,
% reed £SEM % reed, =SEM
Lactobacillales 3,67+1,26 65,31 + 13,68
Clostridiales 16,16 + 4,27 19,09 + 8,23
Pseudomonadales 43,57 £ 2,68 1,22 £0,07
Bacillales 29,01 £2,14 0,74 + 0,09
Campylobacterales 3,13+£0,87 5,05 +2,51

YaCTHOCTH, OCHOBHBIE META0OJMYECKHE aK-
TuBHOCTH Firmicutes cBs3aHBI ¢ YTIICBOA-
HBEIM 0OMEHOM ¢ OHOCHHTE30M U META0O0IH3-
MOM KO()AaKTOPOB M BUTAMHHOB, JIHIHUOB,
(hepMeHTOB, aMUHOKHCIIOT ¥ IIIOKaHa, TOTaa
Proteobacteria y4acTBYIOT B MeTabonuzme
HYKJICOTHZIOB H DHEPTrEeTHUYECKOM OOMECHE,
OKa3bIBasl BIUSHHUE HA cO3peBaHme U audde-
PEHIMAIIIO MYIIIHA U KOONTALUIO C IMMY-
HOKOMITETEHTHBIMH  KJIETKAMHU  CIIM3UCTOM
KHUIIIEYHHKA.

Ha ypoBHe kjlacca B IIPOCBETHOM U My-
KO3HOM MHKPOOHOME KHIICYHUKA TITHUIIBI
UACHTU(PHUIIMPOBAHO 35 TAKCOHOMHYCCKHX
kareropuii. Ha ypoBHe Kiracca XxapakTepHBIS
pa3Iuyust B TAaKCOHOMHYECKOM COCTaBe
CpaBHHBAaEMBIX MHKpPOOHOMOB Ha YypOBHE
KJlacca M3 Yuclia 8 TOTIOBBIX KaTerOpHil Tpo-
SIBUJINCh OOJbIICH OTHOCUTEIBLHOM J0JIeit
npeacraButeneit knacca Bacilli u Clostridia
B COCTaBE MPOCBETHOTO MHUKPOOMOMA U 3HA-
YUTEIBHBIM TPeBaJIHpoBaHuEeM nonu Gam-
maproteobacteria B cocTaBe MYKO3HOTO
MHUKpoOHOMa (PUCYHOK 2, Tabuia 2).

Ha ypoBHe mopsiika B MHUKpOOMOME KH-
[IEYHMKA TTUIBI WACHTU(OUIMPOBAHO 75
TaKCOHOMHYCCKUX KaTEropwii, B IMPOCBET-
HOM MHUKPOOHOTOME IMpEeBaIMpOBaia OTHO-
CUTENbHAS JIONIs OaKTepUIHBIX JHHUH TO-
psanka Lactobacillales, 3a xoTopoii ciemoBa-
mm Clostridiales, Pasteurellales, Torna xaxk B
MYyKO3HOM MHKpoOuome - Bacillales, Pseu-
domonadales, Lactobacillales, ocHOBHBIE U3
KOTOPBIX IPEACTaBIeHbI B TabiuIe 3.

Ha ypoBHe ceMmelicTBa B IIPOCBETHOM U
MYKO3HOM MHUKPOOMOME KHUIIICYHUKA IITHUIIBI
UACHTUPUIUPOBAHO 168 TaKCOHOMHYECKHX
kareropuil. I3 uncna TONoBBIX JUHUIA OTHO-
curensHoe ob6mime Lactobacillaceae Clos-
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tridiaceae Pasteurellaceae Campylobacter-
aceae B TIPOCBETHOM MHKpPOOHOME OBLIO
BBIIIE [0 CPABHEHHIO Y€M B MYKO3HOM, TO-
rlla KaKk B COCTaB€ MYKO3HOTO MHKpOOHOMa
NPEeBAIMPOBAIN TPEACTABUTENIN CeMeHCTBa
Moraxellaceae Bacillaceae Clostridiaceae
Staphylococcaceae. VHTEpecHO OTMETHUTH,
YTO TIPEICTaBUTEIH ceMeWcTB Bacillaceae u
Bradyrhizobiaceae He OTHOCWINCH K TOTO-
BbIM CEMEHCTBAM IPOCBETHONH MUKPOQIOPHI
KUIICYHUKA NTHLBI, a MPEICTaBUTEIN Ce-
MeiicTBa Pasteurellaceae — X TONOBBIM My-
KO3HOTO MUKpoOnoMa (Tabmuia 4).

Ha ypoBHe poma B MUKpOOWOME KHIIICU-
HUKA NTHIBE BACHTHQHUIHpOoBaHO 350 Takco-
HOMHYECKHX KaTeropuii (tadbmuma 5).

Ha ypoBHe pona pas3nuuusi B cOCTaBe
MHUKPOOMOMOB MPOSIBIIINCH OOJBIIEH OTHO-
CUTENIbHOH A0je# (mo yOwIBaromiei): B mpo-
CBETHOM MHUKpPOOHMOME Tpe/ICTaBUTENIEeH poja
Lactobacillus, Candidatus  Arthromitus,
Romboutsia, Gallibacterium, Campylobac-
ter, Enterococcus, B MyKO3HOM MHKPOOHOME
npencTaBuTeneil poaa Acinetobacter, Staph-
ylococcus, Bacillus u Bradyrhizobium.
3AK/IKOYEHUE

V3zyueHne TeHETHYECKOTO Pa3HOOOpasus
KHUIIEYHOH MHUKPOOHMOTHI - IIEHHBIM WHCTPY-
MEHT TIpHu pa3paboTKe HOBBIX OHOIOTHYE-
CKUX TEXHOJIOTMH, B TOM YHCIIE KOPMOBBIX
J00aBOK M JIEKAPCTBEHHBIX IPENaparos,
HOPMAITU3YIOINX MUKpPOOHOTY. Brimenenue
YUCTHIX KYJIBTYP MHKPOOPTaHHU3MOB H HX
WCCIICIOBaHHE HEOOXOMUMO IS CO3TAHUS
KOJUICKIIMH TPEACTABUTENICH HOPMAIbHON
MHUKPOQIIOPEI, C [ENBI0 pa3paboTKH CPEACTB
npopunakTHKu © JIeYeHHs 3a00JeBaHUM,
CBS3aHHBIX C HAPYIICHUSIMH HOPMaJIbHOU
MHUKpPOOHOTHI. [IpuMeHeHHe METareHOMHOTO
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Taoauna 4

KoaunuecTBeHHBIE pe3yJabTaThbl HCCTIECTOBAHUA (l)I/IJIOFeHeTI/l‘lECKOFO HpO(l)l/IJIH

Ha ypPOBHe ceMelicTBa

CemeiicTBO MyKo3HbIii MUKPOOHOM , IIpocBeTHBIH MUKPOOHOM,
% reed £SEM % reed, =SEM
Lactobacillaceae 2,59 +1,33 63,80 + 14,60
Moraxellaceae 43,57 £ 2,68 1,22 +£0,07
Staphylococcaceae 20,88+ 2,13 0,55+ 0,08
Clostridiaceae 15,72 £ 4,62 10,90 + 6,43
Bacillaceae 8,13 +0,46 0,19 +0,02
Campylobacteraceae 3,08 +0,84 4,83 +£2,37
Tab6auna 5

KosnuyecTBeHHbBIE pe3yJabTaThbl HCCTICTOBAHUA (l)l/lﬂOFeHeTI/l‘{eCKOFO l'lpO(l)l/I.]'lﬂ

Ha YPOBHE pojia

MyKo3HbIil MEKPO- IIpocBeTHBIN MUKPO-
Pox oHomMm, oHnomMm,

% reed £SEM % reed, =SEM
Lactobacillus 2,59 +£1,33 63,80 + 14,60
Acinetobacter 43,57 £ 2,68 1,21+ 0,07
Staphylococcus 20,84+ 2,12 0,55+ 0,08
Candidatus Arthromitus 15,71 £4,61 10,82 + 6,41
Bacillus 8,13 +0,46 0,19+ 0,02
Campylobacter 3,08 + 0,84 4,83 +237

CEKBEHHPOBAHUSA HE HCKIIIOYAET HCIOJIB30-
BaHHE METOJIOB KJIACCHYECKOW MUKPOOHOIIO-
THH, a TOJIBKO JIOTIONHSET MX C IEJIbI0 OICH-
KN OHMOJIOTMYECKOT0 pa3zHOOOpasus KHIIed-
HOH MHUKpOOMOTHI, HE TIOAJAIONIEHCS] MUKPO-
OMOJIOTMYECKUM TEXHUKaM KYJIbTHBHPOBa-
HUSL.

Vrny6néHHoe u3yuyeHne KUIIeYHOW MUK-
POGHOTHI C UCTIONB30BAaHUEM NPHEMOB KYJIb-
TUBUPOBAaHUA M  BBICOKOTEXHOJOTHYHBIX
METOJIOB MICHTH()UKAIMA MHUKPOOPTaHU3-
MOB C y4€TOM pe3yJbTaTOB METareéHOMHOTO
aHaIM3a TO3BOJISIET 3HAYUTENBHO pAaCIIH-
PHUThH TpEACTaBICHHE O BHIOBOM MHOT000-
pa3suu MUKpOOHMOMOB M (DYHKIWHSX HpezcTa-
BUTEJNICH pa3NUYHBIX TAKCOHOB B MOJIEprKa-
HHUH 3I0POBBsI NITUIIBI, a TaKXKe Ui (HOpMU-
POBaHUS TEPENUCH MpPEACTaBUTENICH HOP-
MaJIbHOM MUKPOMIOPBI ITHIIBL.

HWccnenoBanue Gunancuposanoch Dene-
panbHOW Ciy)00H 10 BETepUHApHOMY H
(¢uTocaHWTApHOMY  HaA30py,  Hay4dHO-
HCCIIEIOBATEIbCKUN IIPOEKT
Nel122012700127-9 «/luarHocTHKa COCTOSI-

HUSI HOPMAJBHOW MHKPOOHOTHI YKETYyA0UHO-
KHILEYHOIO TPaKTa CelIbCKOXO3SHUCTBEHHOU
TITHLBI T10]] BO3JICHCTBHEM aHTUMHKPOOHBIX
1 NMPOOMOTHYECKHX MperapaToB Ul pa3pa-
OOTKM M OCYILIECTBJICHHS Mep II0 €€ coXpa-
HEHHUIO MM BOCCTAHOBJICHHIOY.
MODERN MOLECULAR GENETIC
TECHNOLOGIES FOR FORMING A
LIST OF REPRESENTATIVES
NORMAL BIRD MICROFLORA
Prasolova O.V.1 Malik N.I.1, Soltynskaya
LI.V.1, Bogomazova A.N.1,2, Krylova
E.V.1, Malik E.V.1
1-The Russian State Center for Animal
Feed and Drug Standardization and Qual-
ity, 2- Federal Scientific and Clinical Cen-
ter of Physical and Chemical Medicine
ABSTRACT

The results of the metagenomic analysis
revealed a high phylogenetic and taxonomic
diversity of the microbial community of both
luminal and mucosal microflora of the bird
intestinal microbiome. Analysis of the taxo-
nomic structure of the compared microbi-
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omes showed both similarities and differ-
ences in the taxonomic diversity and relative
abundance (%) of bacteria of the compared
microbiomes at the level of order, class, ge-
nus.

At the type level, 24 taxonomic catego-
ries were identified in the luminal and muco-
sal intestinal microbiome of birds, at the
class level 35, at the order level 75, at the
family level 168, at the genus level 350.

The main share of the microbial commu-
nity of the luminal and mucosal microbiome
was made up of microorganisms belonging
to the Firmicutes, Proteobacteria, Actinobac-
teria Cyanobacteria, and Bacteroidetes phy-
la. Comparison of the biological diversity of
the colonic and mucosal microbiomes at the
phylum level showed that the relative value
of Proteobacteria in relation to Firmicutes in
the mucosal microbiome was 3.25 times
higher, and the ratio of Firmicutes to Bac-
teroidetes in the colonic microbiome was
3.98 times higher. than in mucosal.

At the genus level, differences in the
composition of microbiomes were manifest-
ed by a greater relative share (in decreasing
order) in the luminal microbiome of repre-
sentatives of the genus Lactobacillus, Candi-
datus Arthromitus, Romboutsia, Gallibacte-
rium, Campylobacter, Enterococcus, and
representatives of the genus Acinetobacter,
Staphylococcus, Bacillus and Bradyrhizobi-
um in the mucosal microbiome. An in-depth
study of the intestinal microbiota using culti-
vation techniques and high-tech methods for
identifying microorganisms, taking into ac-
count the results of metagenomic analysis,
can significantly expand the understanding
of the species diversity of microbiomes and
the functions of representatives of various
taxa in maintaining bird health, as well as to
form a census of representatives of normal
bird microflora.
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