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.(Keady and Hanrahan, 2010; 2015)

gl s aas e Ao Sl @0kl dglinad) sl salall 4S5

DSl aaall cld Ansal) G YL Aijlhe acagll Algas 5 43000 paliall (e W3S5 50l



s B o LS e Jpmall Slaall guliseg Y Ly auinglly Jlaill Ggeca

055 5] Al (o ol Lal D Lgtlalin) 3935 8 Ll5 Pleall Ll paill Jgema p2e
.(Tripathi ef al., 2007) (gl s5ime A Latdic Ladall (DleY)

Alall salall LS 3 %34 Wy 80l Je Carson ef af (2001) Jeas ¥

lede duas L b)) cul€ Ly LAiad) 3Dl g A3lae S0 GOl Al

sie Bl eV (e Aslinall dalall salall 408 3 %43-38 Claffey et al., (2018)

Aasall (DleY wo gt lie

Calall (g dilide Ca pladial U] auiil Ay 4 (Papi ef al, 2011) s

Javssias ¢l Al I3 Dlaall 563 e ol salll elal e 3Rl calall ) il
Calall (e et e (ggind O lalae g Lilgde desa ¢3S 38.4 (jy 5 lag 165 jac
Y oz 84 5ad Kpe %90 5 %70 5 %50 5 %30 Syall cilall ) (caall)opiall
& Sl el (ggine 83l e (P<0.01) Lsina dlslinad) dilal) salal) daS it

I Ul

B Jagail) 5ol B 3Gl cilal) ) aal) Calal) dus il 4-2
cllginal calall L5 58 (FCR) feed conversion ratio  Jlaall Ligaill 54lS
g 3 L AalaiBY) goaall bl age Hdge 5 cdiie) 58 DA Sl awad) )y
e slel S Plaall A3l disal) 50l 5 Cilall $Dlgial o El Fadili (2004)
el e adl aag N Altin et al., (2005) sl sl dubs iy (P <0.05) &by

b el S R Qisaall 50U o V) cDlaall o3 b el oIS Calall ¢Dlgiad of (e



e a2l a3l Koyuncu et al (2021) sk gA) duly & L (P <0.05) &by)
Aia ol 4 VI by die lgia eS8 el el Dlaall daasall Al sl o

LB Ligatll 5eUS Jana b Guinll il dgien (39 58

Auilrd) algal) anad A AN 590 1-4-2
LYy chaae Kl e Lei€a A Al el el Lubie LIS (30 g
S Gl aiagl dlgn g lly GLIVL dad) Chan e Sl e JS (Sag ¢ ally
Chaa gl jedil Al lell o (VFA) gLl dsadll palaal¥) ol ¢ o9l saiil
.(Tharwat ef al., 2012; Aschenbach et al., 2011)

Lo Jia o oSas el a8l 2] 8 Lage Tyg0 8yl dianl) (el (uals
gl Ao 4y o 3SW daga (5)a0 diidag dBlall Gl cilalia) (0 % 70 - 50 o
il (e L elasll Cilidg g Aide pll e Gang il jalias G (Sl (g 1)
b Lt ¢ gl gyl clalia) alaaal I JA0 dagieat w3 ag Saall (g
dualiaiol Mlls daas 3 Agaall saeall ) Ayl e alliml 2y G (gl (5 AU
Li and Guan, ;St-Pierre et al., 2015; Hou ef al., 2011) dadall cla¥) ddaudsy

Olsand) S o(Logmall L) Aalall aslisay (30 duilasll cpadl gng (2017

Ql.\:;n\"\ ‘Al T..'.'“‘.‘ u}})ﬁ\ ;\.5_._\23 (s L_.S'Jj:’ Ad .(1)( E.Aﬂ J M\ JL@AA‘ MSLLJ g
Al el 5 w5l Ul ¢, wedilly o wagll SLgall el 85, S

(Newbold and Ramos—Morales, 2020)



Fluid Fraction

.(Depeters and George, 2014) (il 5iaall clijgal) 2 adgl) jlgadl mag (1)<

sl g5 3.3)@.,;43\ sla¥) 2-4-2

Bloill dadadag alsill 4012 Agdall dal) LA (e ddrag 5SS g o8 o Ji)SI) (g
ol e Gaag il 5 Ajshlicgiadll salall (e Baldidl 5yiaall Glilgall maws )
Ayiglly cdligugyll el ) ok das (alaal 5 25 S (489 = (e Jsaall
.(Newbold and Ramos—Morales, 2020)

Cilazal 10 laxes Gl Jlu Jlea) o /3.6 d28al) IS 038 pas Siay
oo o 30 e S) Gl Gus (Shi ef al,2008) cliad) WA el aad)
a3 3 (S Agled) Al b (e ) Gl dall GAESH Aulle (S ) LS
Bl b s ) B8 Ll SBISH Meal (e %05 i clegiig 53y SYI Lyl
.(Brulc ef al., 2009) (<N 4 5adU)

Jiaig Lo SV 5 Liagall 228 daal) SN cag LyaSll o i) gy

Sle (S gy Ay L(Alzahal ef al, 2017) JiyS Jils Jo/CFU 10 - '°10



e [l = 10 = P10 5 elghs—ig 0 iy S B J— JCFU °10 - 10
b WSl WLl el Tk, . (Bainbridge et al., 2016; Weimer., 2015) <k
ot 3 il piae Lgale @S5 3 551 a5 Lasld «adilly CDLe) Lol
& Al aluhall cwasil L(Firkins and Yu, 2015) (sl 3 g Seall (syinall
el oSa ld gay cug Saall gl and 8 L83 Blug¥) e aaind Ay Callal
sle sdle .(Amann ef al, 1995) dahll eda jie g Sl gonll (o bl jia o>
SaYl s 5 IS8 ol GUSI i) U 8 LS ilall (geall aal o ey
-(Tajima ef al., 1999) el,3\0 ALl 4 jgadl)
skl (4 B Glesene ) Bl Clilgadl GiS (8 Ljgaadl clal) aui
(2) ISl prage LS (oI Bledas Alapal) Liady coliill cilias Alagyall alliy (Ll
ralial) gg1 e aldiel LSl Cagia (Say <l L (Cheng and McAllister, 1997)

.(Valente ef al, 2016) sl asall ((sa clisig el yn 9 K) A803a])

4

%@Oﬁ ﬁ’% 0/*%&8@

(Petri, 2013) e (uiite Gyl 2 4l galaal) gl (2) a2 JSi



o) Lgie Asatyl) Jadi saaeie dia 283 Slge Chagid LyiSill e 2l
Jidl Juss ey .(Puniya ef al, 2015) duiw! (mlea¥ly Lally (5€lls 5shibuasglls
AT s e s e dend il GLIVL Ggal) s Il jeas 3 LSl
Ruminococcus albus, Fibrobacter Jis jshlinaglls Ll daldy cablul)
.(Suen etal, 201 1) succinogenes, Ruminococcus flavefacients

Slilgall ()< 8 Lygaall sLaY) ) Cheng and McAllister (1997) Ll
Calaa¥) (s cilrinss KU yadiy aamn (e daga 038 Citllag DU Ll Byl
K Gaabidy 53inall B cilisalind degana (58 dvisdy]

Ladall o ARl La) LIS (e Aabad) paelaall G 4055 AL Sllia
Jise oLty Lad delially Caally Gl e Lghady dss S glsi¥) eigl de sl
Al cilamiall e 48Ul e saal) dany Lty oLl il Al yaaall seall
.(Castillo-Gonzalez et al., 2014) (SN & g Sl easll

el lleal Lo P Gl 2Ll e gyaall Lel (o<l 8 o jgaall sLaY)
Lille 5L Dle¥) 8 sagagall A8l e Jouanll §ytaall clilgall ma s 1384
.(Burns, 2008)

eLa¥) baliig jelwig gail 4Gl (3<1) 44y o Millen ef al (2016) L)
Chraall Gl Gyl (e i) A Analial) Aushall a5 o cam (Sl 8 deaal
O e G 3 Apgndl) elal) sty sadl AJEQ Blal) days gy celal) eDlgils
o Wilasyls Lpenll cLal) Ll Bl Sl dayd oy ciasho a2 39 le Llisll 2y
H(Osp0 elinig g ) A8 pualiall jaise J3gis AalsaY Ly i ((aSl)
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G (b Sl salgil 3-4-2

Olaed SIS cag Lyl ) (Sl 8 lam) i) 4280 dall olull s
e da [ 28 110 1010 e i Le LSl sae Al 3 LS aa ) Al Ry b
.(Puniya ef al., 2015) (Sl b Gl e £ 95 e ST Sy (aSI) (s5ima

«Fibrobacter succinogenes (1Jsall) & LS Hebbiadl Alaall LSl Jods
Ruminococcus s Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens s Ruminococcus flavefaciens
S el <Y LysSll L L (Ribeiro et al.,2016; Sirohi et al., 2012) albus
Butyrivibrio ¢« iaall 331320 daY) US 3 Laad sgnsall ¢ oblunagll Jlas e Jasd
Ruminococcus albus Ruminococcus flavefaciens 4 fibrisolvens

.(Puniya et al, 2015)

({“‘.‘G‘“ L@bbﬁu
Lol gy
+ + + Fibrobacter succinogenes
+ + + Ruminococcus flavefaciens
+ + + Ruminococcus albus
+ + + Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens

.(Dehority 1993 (1 (uiite) aagl) lghlidy jsbiumasgl) 5 Jsbabuall Adlaall L) (1) Joa

3 83l Wle¥) e Al Al alas e siaadl Glilgad) e el Lda5
LSy sy GySH 8 el Algs hpagns K o ST SlaeS e pUail 1aa (g57n
Succinimonas  «Ruminobacter amylophilus  «Strepfococcus bovis

.(Puniya et al., 2015) Selenomonas ruminantium « amylolytica
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asd) ga 3.3)@;43\ slaal) gﬁ yigall Jalgnll 5-2

dag oy GUSI 3 gl olal) slacly Llkiy sai b 35 e Jalse lla
S AUsily (gsa) Laamally gl sl e 5y08lly (PH) ims el o5 5l
Al I A dpeaall cbal¥) aulae alias X (Wahrmund et al., 2012)
.(Zhemakova et al.,, 2016) ihasll adsdll

Jie 4815000 dgdal) dal) WK (o j0S 230 it g gail dulie (B)SI) Aoy 2a3
(Sls .(Pourazad ef al., 2016) s 450 41 A 38 (e zobm Ally Blall a0
Dot of 23 Bdlae dugie dapy 41 (s gt 5 dugie dapd 39 (& Sl Blall dsy
.(Yazdi et al.,, 2015 ;Kim ef al., 2014) 4513 g lsal)

b el sla¥) gualae o 35l duatil) Jelsall aal (o 3131 SUsil ey
a5 13 I AUl 8 Faaliall e (DleV) Aadia) de Cus biaa) Cligall (S
.(Valente ef al, 2015) oSl 4 dadall all lilsl) gai (alias) )

paleal) 5 clall) A A SN B8 e GBSH B Jung pugl) aY) ey
O (Kaig -(Aschenbach et al, 2011) Jstidl Cilall g4i5 lgalaialy 5)lkall duall
558 om0 Losale oSl Sl AUl dauh cu (PH) g suedl (oY) caliag
&b oaliad) ahn oy (Pourazad ef al, 2016) daall s cdgll e falaie) 6.8
Belanche ef al, 2015 ;) loisigull daulsy ISV 2 (PH) Gangongll L)
cpxS/dsade 250 Mg oSl Jil & (55903} baaall #ly .(Mendoza ef al, 1993
a8 4013 duag J9li aan axS/Jsale 400 ) 350 (e (ghsa¥) arall alay oKl
.(Lodemann and Martens, 2006) clele 10 I 8 (o sy
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GRS g Saall (ggiaal) B AR Al il 1-5-2

aB)) Al G aaea) asms S o Dl Y Qb sa i3 Ll
3 .(Newbold and Ramos-Morales, 2020) i<l cieas o (UaSI A sasasall
Laad Culall Jolin (e cililgand) 038 Jeati Gua ¢dildal) C¥eatll e 22l Colinall (iayatis
8 R Nl el aand GESH Jany of Baas 5 cdbeall Slsall (e Jols )
alhadll dlaye o) DY) By S s A daewsally Ll iyl da sl
sbal) mualae (B ¥ llam Al sl il o e gpendl) ds D JUEYy
.(Meale et al., 2016; Fernando ef al., 2010) 4l

AN (A Lgad) sba¥) aulaa & s Fernando ef a/ (2010)
e ) o 40:60 S5 S s 60:40 385 e S8 Al & ety ddadise
Jsaiy Laxie ) clhyss st 5y (5l Dle¥l gl ) sl dleV) ¢l
oda 20:80 5K I Al 8y () alaill

Miny S ol e Dleall 45 of Yafiez—Ruiz ef al. (2015) )slaaY
Ayl malaal) sl ) ol Dlaall dsall GLeYL d5lke 5Sal eV e
Alaleall &ilgs 2y el 4 g2 o e Ll gy (Dleall (BS B

B3y 3Spe A alas ) GLIV) e e (gsine 53 132 ol (ge Jsatll ¢
S. s Streptococcus  bovis 5 Megasphaera — elsdenii g5 o LS 4
dayy Cafid LSO (mals pladiad 8335 5ee sl Lol ¢ls ) o3 « ruminantium

Sngpr gl G Gl aaily Lol sal 3l dlan W1y iy S (83 iaganl)

L .(Owens ef al,, 1998 ; Counotte ef al, 1981; Russell ef al., 1981)
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< «F. succinogenes 4 B. fibrisolvens <1y & Le LU dlladll Lyl Jo
-(Paz et al., 2016) S yall Calall Cligis gl aa (aladsy)
AN b Augaall sba¥) B (Olgall) ciudaal) cili 2-5-2

Olgsnll oty seadls Flm () (3 Lpgadd) cla¥) o Gias S clysall ¢
Gleall n Gl paat alie Jlaal dla K L(Jami ef al, 2013) Cauadl
o Apgaall cla¥) ae (Ll 5eUSs (ausSy calal) Uiy ¢ saill) Chuaall domgl sl
.(Myer et al., 2015 ; Jami et al., 2014) i<l

Lopgaal) claa¥) o e ADle llia [Lally ol Al Gl ey gl
Roehe ef al., 2016; Hernandez—) «yiaall & Liad ciasng A8l 0285 cCipiadlly
Lygaal) ela) e Carcaddl 46l 4Bl (b nall (109 .(Sanabria et al, 2013

A lly 13 & oL iy G cmall 5wl A daja ¢ 5 enll e Jalge b2 e s

.(Malmuthuge and Guan, 2017)
O L) DAL Aaie GBSH 8 Anpgaal) slal) gualae b SR
ekl cus (Paz ef al, 2016; Roehe ef al., 2016) unll il 5 oualsell il
.(Gonzalez—Recio et al., 2017) (Sl 15 Soall Tl e L)y 1l Capadl
Snguell G ol ang caldl 8 S s S0 ggine Jala dalp A
Okl U8 L o ) casle (VFA) sl Zsaall Galea¥) 5805 Maals (S0 3 (PH)
L S5 pe lglin S0 S0 0,00 paalaall cal€ el ) &Lyl el 24 Dla

(Weimer ef al.,, 2010) daslall Glilgaal) LS5 e Jalall &
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S G SN G dgadd) elal) mean dhaiye Chuad) Lagled o

05 eadY) Balial) <y o srall (3S0 @ld Wlel) o Goopy ef al (2014)
aan O pdlie Jaloy) lla SV S @b AeY) ae Alhe J il Gl Giles)
GSU asng S e eliall BlnaV) <y 55 o oSy coliall Llaall ey 5 il
a3 ) ALyl o Bl iy 53y e OGBSI G el jadiy It 85 210 Cam
) Glaa dlay (Drskov ef al, 1988) cuygll JiE olaall Lliay) cdy o) b
3y (DMI) dlslinal) 2alal) saled) o (SN 3 Lpgaall cla) ooty Aaiyey 43150 4415

.(Sasson et al., 2017) sl

Z\:,M\ cLa¥) g clbaall o 30 6-2

s Sl o) Gam (S dngaal) slally il o a0 (il 2ag
cainall lilgall pdkall EDLal b et OpsSall IS oy shlginlll sma e 5,008
SISl a B3kne Aghian (e Sy )Y o By duguanl) Msall ST g joblusiallly
.(Wang ef al., 2011) cualll 5 jshlinaglly Heblad)

G sblagialll ks 5 sty G sasasall dpeaall sla¥l o
Aaadll (bl (e 5SS Y ((Newbold and Ramos-Morales, 2020)
Luai)ll SCVFA ol .(SCVFA, Short Chain Fatty Acids) dluld) 5)ua8 5kl
LA e 10:20:70 B Bty igedly chisaydly A8Y) paleal a 2amd
s imd 2 s 28 ) Leling ) slels e SCVFA Coaal) DS (i

Sl finall aal pien A ATP z Y ausly 53l COA Ui cat)l) jaadll o Slial)
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Binall llgeall A8l ildlaie  Maa) 0 % 70 0o ST Jigy SCVFA z) ¢ clujis
.(Flint et al., 2008)

A e gl e Alalial Jes) Chai o AT o faall gl Jeany
OSas i) elad¥) ) GBI e Ly i ) (oSl g ) g Sl digual
gaan oy (K1 AR8A) claal) I Jgaaslly (oY) & Jlaall dslal) clisigpll Gams o
s cbisal 5 el alealy oy ) de s st Joliad) Shall (gl alaee o1
-(Ulyatt ef al., 1980) 5 Seall (g pall (o ABS ) Al 2ay Lgligat 3
RN A Lg pSeal) L0301 Al 7-2

Sie cibadsll Sl dlaalls Tghsag ) 5 clipladll 5 LSl g A sshadll 3
(sl sl Lumidie S ) gsaally cliigully (HAY) Bakaall cilyaa gl sl
dgas galeal ) Lehgaty pmidial) el Ojsl) @3 GlSiall o3a jaedty LyaSll ol o
2l by clisally Wigngylly @hisal) aels Jia (SCFVA) dludull 5puad 55lkiie
e Ol gty 80380 bl (g 8531 Behadl) g (AT Sy Jsaslly H2 5 (i <1
(Wirth ef al.,, 2018) sl Azl LK) U8

pradll Oigally (Clifisally Siguglly b)) VFA (e &l & o oSa
el (e 790 5 Al e el g0 %70 s (SN by Son ddasy

.(Hou et al., 2011; Li and Guan, 2017) da.8al) sl [EYTPeppr gﬂ\ a:\s:;&\
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QN A jadill Al cilaially g Suall ) 8-2

gl sanally A)sll Al (S (o small Clilgaall acmgll Sleadl (5S
Cus (Tharwat ef al, 2012) il et Gllee 48 5a3 3l O a3l
Claky) eds aadiady (ARl dall GISH U8 e GSI) b sasasd) Clay) 2l S
G yiny Ly ((3) JSAIL e LS lfimall U8 (on Jsliial) eIl juadiy auing]
.(Aschenbach et al., 2011) jeaall cleg Ll
Had 2 Gum (S B g Sl A1) Jial) 3k g Akl slgall aiaa
5 sl GLe I @AY sdbeal) LSl cbigdally (ISl «sblosasglly ¢ ol
Ay el iy clisad 5l duas palesl ) jeds daseadl cilCall s3ag Abld
paleal ) cliggyll dlas Sy 9al Lals s (3) IS Sl a5 e )
et 7S (Ha) Gmgsnel) 2] Lad s (VFA ) 5Lk Gias (abealy Ligal 5 il
VFA .(Gharechahi and Salekdeh, 2018; Hobson and Stewart, 2012) j.aall

Gigeally aallly Culall ~l) & € J<G saludy Olgsl) dBlal age Jlas oo

-

.(Henderson et al., 2015; Jami et al., 2014)

G @hall Gl ahle Gledl & o0 led GISI (8 dujgaddl bl o)
Cilas @lin¥) ) ligngll (e daidie Lo Glo gind AU eV o) ol zw)
.(Shi et al.,, 2014 ; Kittelmann ef al., 2013) i< Jal bl e clila)

Chle ilagl 8 aala Y ¢ padill g i Gl sl clyiadl o
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N de sy Joati jeanll ddle 4013 bl o) WS . (Johnson and Ward, 1996)
1) 0% Letie oSl Byainn GSI 3 et Aidee oy (S 3 Bl Lias alesl

.(Pourazad et al., 2016) LlY) acas jamless) N 3l 5.4 agyngl)

7

AR

7’ J - - ,.V‘
P 77 Neocalfimastix, =
/@ Clostridium
/ aveno-cesy,, ) o/
F &€ s, Y y 3 Glucose % \
1 25 = A /] \
! Butyrivibrio B¢ R X\ S i } A
! > 5 s~ )/ It . Glucose}
i ® & 14 \ Glucose — H
i o Stachybotrys } } \ 2
! 3 05 \ z. Glucose
|‘ ’ ‘% é i’ \\‘
\ Fibrobacter ) : “\_ Glucose
\ Octomitus g 1 / o .
\ hil \ Trichosporon f N
\ W Chilomastix / :
\ T 4 Lignocellulolytic
\guminococcus G /' SR T enzymes converls
“ J AT s % lignocellulosic materials
. Cand:da/’ P ‘@, into glucose
~. -~ st < d
g Prevotella v ! - b
S S i
! o
Microbiota of goat rumen involved in N .-j.fz" .
the degradation of lignocellulose N\ v

material

from rumen microflora
Cre Bbla Aias Galas) () 3 GeSela ) Gsblugialll e lad) ggiaal) i3 LBl Salall (g3 giags (3)d<a
(Thapa ef al., 2020) (s (uiite Cijiaall 2 (Sl agag Saa S
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Gl B dpgaall sla¥) ladia) 9-2
O Baall Cllgaall dpaal) 1l Dl (3S0 3 deaall sba¥) palae olita] aay
OB Jlesial Sy Gus (LI ef @k, 2012) deliadl jskiiy daally I Jdal) sl
Wy ¢Alia¥ls Aalsad dug el ¢l Aacdgy Aad) 8 50 s Biad) i)
GO () el (e Bpiaa £aS (g cAuilsadl) o) allaiad Tosys @lld ey o
e Las cegpall 29020 dgmg e a2 e simall clilgal) sla (e Jo¥) gasal) DA

.(Jami et al, 2013) (oSl b dpgaall ba¥) gai b L Jeine 5l 35ag

OVl 5 ol (e wal bl e a i L s

Neu and Rushing, Biasucci et al, 2008 Dominguez-Bello ef al., 2010;)
@i Ll ) ud (Cannon et al, 2010) ciyisalls (Thum et al, 2012 <2011

asng Suall slasg plgil e S

il e 2 Vsl s allsall L3l cwlal) jaadll sa calal) Y Dl

Lol Biaall il Clilgaall of i aily (BRI A Apgaal sla¥) ok e Lil)
el GSI & dupgaall sbal) muelad € (<8 4ilie Lpgadd) clal¥) e glas
L) () iy Chaaal) Glaaad) sk peall 038 pe ity dgaall bl S Oy

.(Dias et al., 2017; Cannon et al., 2010) zailly sladll xs
G el aa Aty B LS @lal Jami ef al (2013)
Al 35 am 1 slael b lgaan @ A (SN il @ilise Juis 340 3yl e oplailsgl
Ol Aadagd Al LaKl s e dae GlES) & i 25 jedl 65 ed 2
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cabias LAl CleY) Jolo Ji o SN dadt J8 s 1 e e sSee iy b malil
Dl cidia gy (SE edlly Il asdly Jo¥) anll) i iy 8 20, aalal)
all ae legn ST Lol 4,8€) plaall comsal (i 2 ¢ gl 6) caill pa LS
(P4 3 5 1) sae JS e uam G3SU 3 dneaall sba¥) gaalaa of calaaadl il ay

On Ay JS ae Gl 08 agng Sae dsag e Lae (33w 2) 5 (Lses 6 52 )5

sall Jabe

Cuie Led 2 e Jeneg (Wl ety USE am 3 5 1oan Jonall cue

Cile /70 dusiy i 25 edl 6 Jsae Ldas 2y calall (DY) (e ALE dusiy culall
s 35 1dome (b aaas &5 Al LSl of e a2)ll ey cdada Gdlel 730 5 5
s oIS Lol kit Bgll 5 ) @l el o8 ol b dgiline <l
) LyaSall (8 ol Lgaalan Al) Adlselly Al ALasl) Lyl 4 (alea)
daall) Clpaall 855 LSl 228 263 « Ruminococcus 4 Prevotella i T:Dl,x;\

(Jami ef al., 2013)<li¥y Lall jeasl )y yin a5
Gl 05950 daay 10-2

S oAlie g malll GiSH (RSN el GBS gen) asmgSee Cibid

o 0Sae iy 8 Apgadll el ey el o maag Gla) oS8 Sl i iadl)
g i dnay Wilel i e maill dae g e of oSa sbal
<uag (Abecia ef al, 2013,2014a,2014b; Yaiez-Ruiz ef al, 2010)uax)

Plaal) elly & Les 8D slall culas o 35 o) oS QYY) olaall o e

-
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b edils dugad) cla¥l asas of Abecia ef al (2014b) S cua . Sudl 133
b OS8 Laoal o5 Cun G die Gdseaiall el (alss 8 cpilide LIS i)
O Bpes (AT Bne @ling ulall By aladinly elihal) delaa)l e o5 53V
o Al sl (S A lgysgnll Al s CLall oo dsclihaYly Gkl delady)
o bl JlaiVl Gl g W) GUSY (& Dl il (Ka Y Cus chelia Lgins

.(Williams and Coleman, 2012)llll A 0 dalld) bl gaal)

sla¥) daayl dawdyll el Newbold and Ramos-Morales, (2020) s
p Jal saill e (S0 8 gl

. VFA z) 5ab) Jalls byl Jlas 50l

e sl 5335 QI 3 peadill slual) Alagusgl) gall oS15 e 10lpenl) dna (ppen
A8 gand)

Ghall Lalia¥) chle z ) aliai)

G Bl Glilgal) Glarial A% QST cpess DA e ioladY) daa Cpa
Aabes 8 dajaad) dalsall Jlil aieg dsaall (alaa¥ly gaaall (neS 5 (ggine llal)

) gl
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SIS agaag Saa Al el il aladin) 11-2

G plaal (3 G ) AREN Al LKD) degena o Gl L W
oAl (gy5ll (maall e alhig (Jami ef al, 2014) asng S anl WAL 520
aomg Sl agall eall laig .(Ross ef al, 2013) metagenome agus Suw due (1

.(AlZahal et al., 2017) sfiaall Sligall " SE " & giad) sl anl] HLi ¢ 5 <1

sa (e %80 () Jay Le oY Baies daga Zujgaal) slin¥) sLiall Zadyy 23
Usg o d o0 W8, e i o)y Mad LE , e iy <l 84 gl cl s
On e Adyea gl Ao Al clasll «l<s 5 .(Ortiz-Estrada et al, 2019)

[(AlZahal et al., 2017) (2l i s3smsall A0S gl 00 i %20 ) %10

GOSN LyiSh del) ) Ay (SN 8 A3l dal) QLY Caueall agdl) Jasiy

O Sl 52 ) il dun ) pail) lblaie ) Ll 13 aa g ¢y il b
28y Ljgaall clead liegh yuss e ddiall il Jeas 3 L (Taxis ef al, 2015)
228 dadle JI Y Lavie s (5)Sh) 8 Bagagal) AR dall Gl LSV goull cas

.(Nathani et al., 2013) 4 e ikl
( g e e

2 Apgaall el i Ayl A28y (599l awall e saaizall 3ylall yita

g;}l QM\ 53 -y d '\\J g_jj\ L.“ij Qb ::;*‘“ A :\\"\: CA o | AL ‘Ljé/\ <“

plaill & panll aay . (Ross et al., 2013; Martinez-Fernandez et al., 2019)

L)) A g Suall e ganall Liagd g dan 1) ol iil) o3 & (ke (sof 313 )
elaa¥) Cllaiu) e gl dlexioa) paall L) (g .(Gruninger ef al, 2019)
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NGS, New Generation ) aaaall doall ddas oo 4000401 colyoanll 4o jgall
alall ) plal) Calall (e AlaD sl 8 ceaill maia il dlexiall ((Sequencer
sl s of oSasg (McCann  ef al, 2014) calall @lisSa i o 35l

(Wolff et al., 2017)wsSay (Sl dujgaall slial) 589 B c¥gad Eigan & 451080)

:\.yglglgujnﬂ\ ALich) Mas gﬁ :t...ugad\ slia¥) 90 12-2

Sl DA (e i JS Lgmtiast gy ) ¢ Gliliogialll dgaal) AESH o

[(Zietsman et al, 2011) ok '"10 Jsa gly s 7k Taraia 13)50 ¢ Sguall
S3aS 3sbhladly cprinlly obdinsasgl) Tarsg Ssbhlusialll 3 ) Uil bl IS
b Al Al GLESH IS L (4) JSAL maase Lo Al 50 A0S dilly cilie
LSl s3 gl Jalsiall Gaaiil) PLd e bl wgialll o ngh Lallas Lgslasyly (i<

.(Dai et al., 2012)

lignin

hemicellulose

cellulose

MICROFIBRIL

hydrogen bond

!
SOr «H006s &4 H0VWCNOS’ 108
el le Yo Yo Yoot oo Yot oo Yom fan Y Yoo i ) Yo YooY
FA = Ferulic Acid  Ac = Acetyl %

LIGNOCELLULOSE

-( Ribeiro et al., 2016) ¢» (e jsllugialll cuS)s miags (4)Jsé
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A clie 8 Lyollisgialll Aguall ARSI Ja e (5)SH 6 Lpgaall cla¥] Jass

69 ann CL‘ ‘u‘b l;\:\.'\ ‘u\‘ 2 \\\A“ (5 ds—‘j") ‘JZJA\ l_"l‘)e:\sg é—@:d:i ‘:'—\—_.IA

&) 5l ) mhadl e Geblgiadll Jas 5y 3Ll axy L(Cheng ef al, 2017)

-(Miron et al., 2001) Qg lgalatiinlg lgalaial Slilgall (Kay 2lga

i) L8 ans BLaily) s duig Sl A jgaa §yea 1A Alil) dgalls Abial) (8 L (5) JS&
LYY i Ll dags A L) Jalse 065 o Jaiaall ¢ (Al S egil) Gt Lig SN Ay pgaa B9a :B
.(Krause et al., 2003) (e Guiita

Vol cdilaaslly 4l chleadll jue Joblagialll Jlas e (o)< iyl Jaas
JSba i a5 Jalall ) Jaasy sadeall disiaad) (3y385 clall el ) o) o
(Huws et al, 2018) spa liia ) jsblugialll jasal dalall WAL 4 didag

el ) o Sor oy o ) il fiall o el Sl iy S el phad Gy s Lols

(il jshilugialll ¢l e 5)adll 15535 ) eliias L .(Nobre and Aanen, 2012)

.(Coleman, 1992) dalall lglalia) 40l Aases lbySu A jobiluagialll Jagas o
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i shebeagiall) Aygant) A Jlad B (S cibassi) @il 13-2

G (e OsS sag Al WIS ghas (B B8y Sl AT g bl
B-1,4 glycosidic Ly n  dhasyll D-glucopyranose  cilasy (e dlgh
Lo )l (e daaly degane pe 3g JSE ysbludl s mes &3 L(Lynd et al,2002)
Jsblesengll dlaty Ly LAl AL e Ay i) Judlad) (g dddalall dasg )2l
p-1.4 xylosidic Jaulg,l Sl Jdiaill PR e eblasagll iyl dauls
o Ashbigialll Baiaall digeadll s 2y Cua (Kamble and Jadhav, 2012)
daxi Ally (Sl & 4zl dal) Gl J8 e 8)50a] Sabilicsagl) 5 abdad) eyl Goyka
.( Bohra et a.,2019 ; Liang et al., 2020) jsblugialll Jisal 555 (<
(lyliy Lya) (iU 8 ARl dall cilolSl by @ Sulladl sl Jado
B-1,4- 4 exo—pB-l,4-glucanase 5 endo—fp-l,4-glucanase ( ‘:s_ml.mi J<i
Jewy 3] .(Kameshwar and Qin, 2018 ; Lombard ef al., 2014) glucanase
B-14 glycosidic Lulg) S e Jlgde J<& exo—f-l4-glucanase il
oy I3 2y ¢Sl a8y Jodhas ) Alsshall sbildl Jedlas JoaTh ¢ yshludl
Dsmsbiad) Jalas 2y o5 ¢ jgmghuadl A jelbadl Jigas Je endo—B-l,4-glucanase .

.( Flint et al.,2008) B-1,4-glucanase a3l daulsy 3<oI< )
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Jaadl &k g ) gad) sl S il
Chapter Three: Materials and methods

Gualpl g3 Alasinnall dlgally Bgay) 1-3

(2) o8 Joaall 2 LS Gand) jlail 8 4l Bga) Cilextind

Aaalpl) (b Aadiional) i) 5 gal) (2)dsead)

Lasall g daduaal) 45,80 — Jexl e - - <
dnpad) Axdlly Ay asdlly
Bioneer/Korea bl slsgd) Q) Badaia Laminar air flow cabinet 1
Bio San/Germany ESm b Sl Microspin 12 Mini—centrifuge | 2
Digsystem/Germany s zikall Vortex for tubes 3
Optima/Japan ( Jilsud) Gandl) diala Biopette 0.5-1000 pl 4
Optima/Japan 43Ua a9 3a Power Supply 5
CBS Scientific [ USA sl dad Sles Electrophoresis 6
Labnet [ USA Sl sl Sl Thermal cycler (PCR) 7
Labnet/USA spaill lga Document system 8
Vilber lourmat [ Farance | dauiid) (3 dady) dinls U.V. cabinet 9
Kernpfb/Germany AgS ulas (e Sensitive electronic balance | 10
Gosonic/China dadal) cilagall O 8 Microwave Oven 11
SACACE italy ) S (Ghadl gl Quantitative Real time PCR | 12
Lab kits/china Ld e Deep Freeze 13
hanna/ltaly 2 aned o) ald lea pH meter 14
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Falpl) (b Aasiianal) Lilastl) Wsall 2-3
(3) ) Jsaall 3 LS duyall b il Asleasl algall Jloxiad o

Ayl b Aloxticell A5LaS 3lsall (3)Jsaadl

Ladally 45,8 3gal) <
Conda [ USA JeuY) Agrose 1
Intron [ Korea ¢)pall dauall Red staining soluion 2
Intron | Korea Jaaaill daua 6X Loading dye 3
Kapa [USA bl alaall Ladder 100bp 4
Intron [ Korea Je il Jals =a3a Pre mix per 5
Conda [ USA Juasill (g0 TBE buffer 10 X 6
Integrated DNA technologies [USA tsald) Primer 7
ZYMO-USA RNA (555l Gaalald) (adlaiu) sas 8
TAKARA-Japan TAKARA-prime script RT-PCR 9

Kappa—- USA sybr green RT master mix 10

D dgadll clijgs 1-3-3

saall e 4asS alige Bpall daala chel)3l) LISH Al gl Jonll 8 Ll o3a Cupa]
6 I e he des 12 Aadll cilass 2021 / 2 /10 4lads 2020 / 10 /25 o
3473 e sl Bleu¥) e (SOlaadl p3a eyl o3 gl (Dlea 6 5 4SS (Dlas
Sl Jaall 4 (sl Cudall J8 (e lgand 2 Gus o(paS 22.64) O)y Dagiag

oY) e gl Lgiadlu lacal
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;A e lly S 2-3-3

dalially Callaallh jgs Aslaall dogluiag dalie Chad jilba & (Pleall Ciaiag
panll U39 (e %03 Ay dade o D38 5yguamn (Pleadl ey Ayl 58 Al 4SSl
(3) delud) die Liluay (7) deludl die Lialua Giimg e Jaed DY) culSy )
ad il sae PA laall paes sl Bpaise Bsean dgaeadl Q@ pdg S LS
Gepa 3 dpadl) sy Ak dphal) Akl dle)ll ety sl jualiall (e Lglalis)
OsnSan 10 gilyss Al-Bendazole Jgjluidl sale &3l dugaall luall da cililgeal
Jsanlls dalalally s yal) cibbalall e 0 alall caas Iveramctine 3 e cudacls
(5) Jsall mag L cuahl) ol lilgonll dasial) diadall lis€a ansi easy ((4)

gl Lasial) 55l alall (glial) Sl

Clilgaall dasiall dadal)l lig€a s priasa (4) Joaa

% Agiall dandl) S sal) dlulal) uligSa
54 el
30 A
10 ehyrall 5,3
5 Lsall o8

1 A = haly linalié
100 § sasal
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iyl Zasiall B Zadell Sasl S (5 ) sl

Ligall J g8 g1 iall 3 A auay ) AB ainl)
91.7 92.4 90.42 90.32 dlal) salal)
45.9 8.7 13.5 10.5 A i gl
7.21 4.5 4.61 2.12 AN Jaliia
2.51 7.31 10.71 6.11 alad) by
6.14 2.33 4.35 2.99 Ala )

Bl 3 (ol ) sdally 550 Aadel] el S5 (6) Json

%ocuad) uyd | %o 53Sxall ddidall (Abal) 3l
91.11 89.72 DM 4dlall salal)
16.4 12.89 CP alal) (ysig )
1.28 3.33 EE i) Laliiuwa
32.28 7.20 CF Al Gildy)
6.75 2.58 ASH sl
34.40 63.70 L4 cun gl
8.79 11.85 p3S[Jsn Laa Aliaal) ABUY)

: ) (1975) MAFE dailicay) de)3 55y Aalaad Uiy Ayl 3hal Al 48l Gilua a3
+ AN galdiue X 0.031 + e&-“ Ol X 0.012 = Zu’l; 3ala ?ﬁ/dp e Aliaall 48U
AN chaagsl X 0.014 + Al Gl X 0.005
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: aliall ¢ clwlaal)

Lpill Gyl ae Al gl 5ol oSH O 2 ZAEN) Plall gl wial v
cAal Bae elgm) Guad cpe gl US el s

[llgins Cile 23S I3 Jisatl) 5eUS Capen LS Fpagy cllgiond) Cilall G Cipn v
EESTREITREN

Ji Clial)l cdd) Gus gl A Apaall e (e Lpgd S Bile cile @)

Jalua Calell 28 e el 3 aey 5 bl
rciliall Slasst) Julail) 4-3
:48lat) Balal) yadi 1-4-3

Gliall capiat &3 Cus ALOLALC (2001) (& 25 b s Z8la) Balall Gl o
G lan Aol 24 524 5 60 Bl dapn e (Oven) lyeSl Casasl) 5 plaaiub

t b WS dalal) saldl)

100 xdeatl) 2 &l G5y — hadatll J dial) O3y = 25k 1%
aaail) J8 duell ()9

skl s — 100 = dalall salall %
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:daganl) Salall yaki 2-4-3

Op aladiuly dldy ALO.A.C (2001) S8 L s dugianl) 8ol juais o

G & iiels 82 2 600 Bha dapn Je Slinll Gja & Cus (Muffle furnes) @ )al)
:5\;&\ Aaledll éﬁj 2\:1‘9,44:1\ salall
Gl 3as Al G5 — Gyadl U el

100 - ) %
Gl Ui Al O

Al Ls = 100 = Lganl 53kl %
(AN paldiie pali 3-4-3

3 A.0.A.C (2001) 4 39 b s cliall B D) paall (ine s o

idaclsy 1 U A (gganll il Jusll 3k e Clisadl e aall padlaial &
el J< e (6-5)( Oste ) dut Jarar Gilelae 5 5240 ( Soxhlet ) culuSudl Slea
Bha day e delu sad clil) Castad aey 2la) salal) Guldd e AlA) anll i g

3y Aaledl)l 385 e 2 60

oAy e duell ()9 — GadlAnwY) J8 duell ()
=D U Al G
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D) Oigul i 4-4-3
DS, Sile iyl slazinls A.O.A.C (2001) b 2y Lo couen Cpomg jill il

b LS

6.25 X cpagill % = gl % cdlaleall bes g ) A Gl 3

b Gl jag 5-4-3

gl Gk e SN GLIVI Ll caall Lgie Galitl i) dasial o

Baclally (aalall

4nil) bhia 5-3

3 e ginidesma JS) degens S (Ples 6 Gficsene ) Wilsde Dlaall cie)y
Al SN i) a8 5 o(Aesana IS 3 SV G Algien LSl (1 3 5 sS0
Gllgalls gald ady hae Jlerial dnil) 5538 Jish Cpegad JS Dlaall olyg) sl
Gdal) (o AN aall O35 0 %3 e B2 Bgeas cudey ( Jeldly plieY) ) il
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Sl 6 LS 6 (e das 12 4 il A aadil
Crilatae ) Lol glie e 3

/ \

/ T2 \ / T1 \
Al Slaa (3) 1sS3 Dlea(3) il s (3) 9 usS3 as(3)
pdial) Calall paiall Cilall

\C,.:.sqheo%,)'s}d; 40%/ KO"*&'—“G40%J}5.)‘J° 60%/

< gl e ) >
C SSY il Zoaliy) il 7

i aouel) oY) -1 Mgoaall Cilal) 2gaS -1
Kl L Sl alae ) -2

Sishlaall Alla ) S Slac) -3

3 shliall el 1Y) 35S 55 paes 4 A glinal) dslal) salall 4eS -2
5Lkl 4aall aleal) 3€ 5 -5
RTPCR 86 ol 250 5530 3
Total bacteria <
Ruminococcus albus <

3400 450 s 3 -4
Ruminococcus flavefaciens <

Fibrobacter succinogenes < S5 (sl 5,16€ 5
Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens <
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G Jil cilie an 6-3

dnb ditae dauly ahidy (gyrall gl dhaulsy Clilgall (e GBSI dile Glie a5
eha) Gl Jlas) culil b aagiy cclela 35 calall ol s Lygdi (Je 60) aas 35S
Hlakll duaall jalea¥ly agiuell (¥ (eldy Hobbudl dllaall LSl (el
VRl Sl B Lan acag Al Llall 5)dlu lgde (gm0 shbidl dllaal) il

(OIS paail) ha lally =alll (e JS duady (5354l

RNA (555l Gaalall Gadlaial 7-3

DRI Sles b geasi @ (dade sk 4) (L dakd Aldsy (S il Bk axy
als maad bl ezl deadl dzds 15 saal dzdy [ 5y 15000 g3SHl
o(ala dladlag & Lol mag i€a) ol Hode 8 RNA (aBlana) g (RNA (s
b lsSa dayall Zymo ASaY) ASAN i e Bigaal) (Kit) saall Jleatiod 2 Cus

Al E b @8y (SN il (0 RNA (g0ill (aalall padlasiul (gl (7) Jsas
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(e Bygaall RNA (555050 (5998l Gamalall (adlatiud 8 daddiceal) Baall clisg€a 1(7)Jsas
4S5Y) Zymo AS)5

(SlasSla)anal) il p<al) &
50 Julatl) ¢ola RNA Lysis Buffer 1
25 o SURZS R RNA Prep Buffer 2
12 J¥) Jawad) 5)0a RNA Wash Bufferl 3
40 shia sla DNase/RNase—Free Water 4
50 4l sl il | ZR BashingBead™ Lysis Tubes | 5
50 fediyi e Zymo-Spin™ IlIC Columns 6
50 dndal faes) Zymo-Spin™ |IC Columns 7
50 e Zymo-SpinTM IV-HRC Spin Filters | 8
50 2 qull) Collection Tubes 2x 9

3] Cghall Min ay

S el @l 5 ((RNA Lysis Buffer) daaall Jolas s cliall gaw 23-1
535G 800 ¢! el 5 (ZR BashingBead™ Lysis Tubes) duglll <) K1) )

. (RNA Lysis Buffer) Jslae (e 5

sl Jala (ZR BashingBead™ Lysis Tubes) dgilill <) I dugail amg o5 =2

.@33 5aal L"Q‘)s‘).d\ J)H\‘ﬁtaajj ;Lb.c‘\:ﬂ.ccﬁajjt.oﬂ\

Zymo-Spin™ 1lIC ) izl saac) N Ldlall dadall (e 53l 5,500 400 Jis -3
&Sl Bkl Slgan aaagiy (collection tube) muestll dissl & acagis (Columns
pmenil) sl B agasall Cuyll 33k 5 4l 30 sl
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\.A:\; C)AE K @Aﬂ\ 2\_1‘5.1.:\ ‘.'55 J};}Aﬂ u.u\)l\ uj\ (%100_95) d}.‘ltt_.j\ e};l;\ﬂhé‘ -4

Lsal A puan 9 (Zymo-Spin™ IIC Columns) duiaill saeel N giell J&5 =5
gaanil) dagil (8 dgagall DY Jaga A8l 30 324l (555)all Bkl Slead JAT 5 aenll
Zymo- ) Liaaill agee NI (RNA Prep Buffer) (e sl 5Kk 400 4Ll -6

Bad (53l hall Slga A JAD 5 aentll gl (4 puagy 5 (Spin™ 1IC Columns
il Dagul 3 dgagall =Sl Jagy dali 30

asee A (RNA Wash Buffer) sl Joas o a5 Sk 700 il -7
Jleal Ja 5 aentl) Lgil (A aag 5 ( Zymo-Spin™ [IC Columns) déail
caantl) Lugai) (A gagall bl Jaga duili 30 824l (5355al) 2kl

asee A dwadl (RNA Wash Buffer) Jolas o il 5L 400 4iLs) -8
Ol (B Ja 5 poeaill gl (B auag 9 (Zymo-Spin™ IIC Columns) il
Liaill dgee Jib A cduall Jelse IS A plecal dady 2 52l (53Ha0 2kl
¢ (Rnase Free Tube) ggi e &gl N (Zymo-Spin™ [IC Columns)
Bzl xa Biga
&) 54ke (Dnase/Rnase Free Water) ki clo (0 il 5,S0 50 ddlaal -9

) bl dgee Jagay B8y Chal Bad el Bkl Sl A s 5 g

. (Zymo-Spin™ IIC Columns
Blaas ye (Aald) 5slad) Eluted RNA (alinddl (gisu)l) (596l (aaladl Jai—10
=g 9 (Rnase Free Tub) 45 N (Zymo-SpinTM IV-HRC Spin Filters)
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CDNA JaSall (gg5ill (aalall ) RNA (55l (aalall higad 1-7-3

(PrimeScriptT'VI RT reagent Kit 4<0Y) Takara 45,5 (e 83gaall Baall aladnuly
SLad DNA U RNA (g5l (malall Jisa3 2 (Perfect Real Time) #RR037A)
o (Primer) toalll aaisils .(DEPC) Diethylpyrocarbonate sala Jalaall clall o
& delal) JLSY Lgllad) ilaellly Gl Cang . Oligo (dT) 15 paadial sl

+(8) Jsaal)

£5i s p2iiaal) (sallly CONA 1) RNA Ussatl dusllaall cilially ciligSall (8) Jsaa

Oligo(dT) ;5
paad) Sl aligiaal)
5ul 200-150 pg/ul Total RNA
5l 10 pmol/ul Primer Oligo(dT)15
10 ul 0.1% DEPC Water
20 i — Total

& Oligo(dT)js tssldl e sl 5,8k 55 RNA (e il 5 Sl 5 i) 1
5 5,X0 20 ass RT PreMix syl

DEPC Water (e sl 5 Sk 10 &Ll il 5,k 20 ) aaall JoS) .2

Lol 8 dsagall Glall Gisll nsy o 9

oe (Micropipette) daaa) il aladial dus¥) 4 GlsSd) e e 23

- Alic s ey iy Baed lgelaly lens 315k

el 2in 29 (Thermo Cycler) ghall saldl jlga (4 @linll Cauag .4

cahsiNls des sl pad Baasall 8 Caeiags 3283 40 e ) cund) L5
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CDNA 1) RNA (g3l PCR graliyy b dasicdl) Jeliall Cagyla (9) dsas

Step Bylall da o <8 o)
Primer annealing 35°C 3 min
cDNA Synthesis 60 °C 30 min
Heat inactivation 95 °C 5 min

)y gal) das 1 cycle

emad) juetl) dasd ajaad (qPCR) Ball) (sl Jolasl) 4 2-7-3
5aa)l Jlasily Auhyall Blalaal (QPCR) Laalll ()<l el jlas) (gyal
4 yall Promega 4.5 )aY1 35540 (e 53¢l (GoTag® Probe qPCR Master Mix)
GoTag® Probe gPCR ) aalll (g)hsall Jelil) Jala juaas sae cilige (10) Jgaa
(Master Mix

Sl g<all <

GoTaq® Hot Start Polymerase 1

MgClI2

dNTPs

|l W] DN

reaction buffer
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A LA 5 sbbudl Allaal) LAl clisn gsdlss (11)Js0s

-

A 4a,a
tealad) L ai<ul)
wial TN tsak ey
alaily)
58 F: CGGCAACGAGCGCAACCC aglgl) L )
130 b i
P 58 R: CCATTGTAGCACGTGTGTAGCC
54.9 | F: CCCTAAAAGCAGTCTTAGTTCG Ruminococcus
176 b
P 54 R: CCTCCTTGCGGTTAGAACA albus
58.2 | F: CGAACGGAGATAATTTGAGTTTACTTAGG Ruminococcus
132 b .
P 58.8 | R: CGGTCTCTGTATGTTATGAGGTATTACC flavefaciens
59.5 | F: GGAGCGTAGGCGGAGATTCA Fibrobacter
97 b .
P 59.1 | R: GCCTGCCCCTGAACTATCCA succinogenes
59.9 | F: ACCGCATAAGCGCACGGA Butyrivibrio
124 b _
P 59.1 | R: CGGGTCCATCTTGTACCGATAAAT fibrisolvens
(APCR) Laalll (gybsall Jelall wlig<a (12) Jsaa
aaal il s<al) &
10 pL Je il Jals GoTaq® Probe gPCR Master Mix | 1
1.8 puL | Laasall cmall ala¥) zoaldl Forward primer 2
1.8 puL | 2ol cuall AT ool Reverse primer 3
2.4 pL | S5l palaay) (e AW sla Nuclease-free water 4
4 pL JaSall (59 5il) (aalal) die cDNA Sample Volume 5
20 pL (Al aaal)
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Caniag ai ¢ 4l 10 52al 42:83/5)50 3000 Aoy Hloall kel Slgan oDle) ligfall =3 a3
(14) 5 (13) Jsax (& LS malipll 300 5 Laalll (g)hall Bpalill Slga

Step Temp. (°C) Time Cycle Scaning
Enzyme activation 95 °C 05:00 min Hold
Denaturation 95.0 °C :00:20 sec 40
Annealing 56.0 °C :00:20 sec &
[Extension 72.0 °C :00:20 sec
Final extension 72.0 °C 02:00 min 1
sl (all (GPCR) Jels Cig s aliys (14) Jsoa
Step Temp. (°C) Time Cycle Scaning
Enzyme activation 95 °C 05:00 min Hold
Denaturation 95.0 °C :00:20 40
Annealing 59.0 °C :00:20 sec ol
[Extension 72.0 °C :00:20 sec
Final extension 72.0 °C 02:00 1

(Schmittgen and Livak, 2001) dah aladisl cbball Gl Jelall olgi) any

ACt (level X) = Ct (target) — Ct (reference)

AA Ct = A Ct (Ievel X) - Ct (Ievel Control)

Normalized target gene expression level =2!
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Laliiy) claal) 8-3
: A gl
LB gl — el el = KN gl sl O
llgioall Calal) 1aaS
= 3l Jisatll 5.US O

el
S ) Calal 30 — IS okl Calal) 21S = llgiedll I Cilal) 308 O

oy e Jlaxials (e sand US (Dlaall iy ¢ acnl (335 O

Cisl Jilw clia 9-3

Klieve et al., 1998; Schofield ) saedl cusul dhaalsy (1Sl dile Glie pes &
Jeo i cale 8 aly sl Sl e 1.5 Jsha chudll (e g giian (ganad) sa¥) (2017
e Jpanll i AVl e 5 ssl) Byl aal a5 AT G ale [ s gl
w3 3as Led Jo 60 das 8 Gl dline ey cinadl Giybe oo GBS Jile Ciligins
sl shal (sl laal il b Sl il gas & clela D £513) Ll
ol L) Agllad) Cilay) S5 a5 sl dgadl) Galeal) 55 ey Lalal

clial) e e Balie S8 g yugll (aY)

@*yw‘ o' 1-9-3

Aacls Bpdlie daill Glilss (S G dgaall @lisell (PH) ingagl) o) Gl 5

(PH meter pw Philips digital9909) ¢ (1« e PH Slea
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glkal) duiaal) (alaa¥) 2-9-3

Sl sy LasbiSilly ashall 5)l35 Cyite 3 Bkl Liadll Galea¥) S5 bl
. Shimadzu dublll 2,50 Jé (w aadll GCmas

4 shabaal) claaii¥) 3-9-3

Slea Aandss Syead) dasls [ Al 4S8 (D) gl lenl) S5 il
. Angstrom Advanced 4.5)aY) 4,4l Jé (e piwadll HPLC

(Aasy) Juladl) 10-3

Adall g5 Aagyaall Jalsal) Jadi L olelal JalSD) Jlsdal) spansill g8 Aol pansd
On Aasinall Gl coynaly (3%2x%2) bl EMy Gugias L) desd) (uing Gngia
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Chapter Four: Results and Discussion
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532.09 527.32 caly 3 iy Sl JgY) sedl Dl LKAl (Sleall oyl cigin
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DAY Ciailly 53 Lgieai San 50 alaiad a3 dun (2l S uasal) sl e Gaal) als
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140.22 5 146.88 <l s (03 60 : 40 S5) dide sldaall Dlaall duasall L5l
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+64.58 +717.53 +828.77 +716.81 +607.10 Ol 40 : S 60
1.45 5.28 5.47 5.51 5.12
+64.75 +719.40 +825.11 +720.17 +612.95 Odd 60 : S 40
1.29 5.34 5.22 5.92 6.10
NS NS NS NS NS daginall (Sgia
i)
a64.53 a717.03 ag818.80 a716.41 +615.00 Prey|
0.48+ 6.67+ 7.66+ 6.36+ 8.24
b61.82 b686.87 b696.17 b685.51 605.13 &Ly
0.75+ 6.06+ 6.74+ 9.42+ 7.77+
0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 NS Lginal) (§ginue
Jada)
+a65.82 | +a731.37 | +a851.40 +a730.93 +a611.83 2553 X 3534 60
1.09 5.87 11.01 7.55 2.11
+b63.53 +b705.96 +b808.73 +b704.89 +b604.25 &) x € 60
0.76 8.01 7.76 6.77 5.33
+a65.71 +a730.11 +aB837.12 +a735.09 +a618.12 2553 % 35,4 40
0.91 7.41 8.32 6.89 4.49
+b63.64 | b707.19 | +b811.54 | +b704.03 | +b606.00 &l x <5 40
0.78 6.69 6.99 8.21 4.63
0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 Lginal) (S5
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1000 Y1 =53.486x+673.3 y2 =43.277x+662.94 v 3=48.817x+681.3
R? = 0.2999 R2=0.4 RZ=0.4
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WUsSd xS 60 WUl x S 60 0 mosS3i x 3S3e 40 Sl xS e 40

Agliall Ailal) salal) £0aS 3 (Dlaall (uing dadall g5 G dadall ah (8) U<l

A8 Jgatl) Boli€ B (Blaal) Guing Aidall ggi 250 5-4

Lsiea daall a3 Laty cBdel) gty Galpell alieBU 130 Qugall 50US il ol
o Bl bl oA cpelal L(21) Jsaadl Ahall 53 Ailgs I V) el dia (P<0.05)
Gl Ly . Mgl e daiyg 80y aaS [ile 23S 5.77 5 5.09 A< SUSH cialy 3 &by
gl (P<0.05) Lsine desll (uing dadall g63 oy Jalsill (Plesll S22 Jaganll 36lS
Ay Bl axS feale ax€ 5.02 caly 5ol Juadl pdd 40 S5 60 slasadl <Al
5 EE 5 CP e LSl clae€ 3l e ddle Gilisinn o (ggimy 2 ) ol s
paliall s e b dupgaal) sla¥) Jeay 8 @D QA o) ¢l of (TDN
OBl Glaal g il o)l radll & LiseVly cligaV) (e ddlle 385 Zluy 4l
WY Oloaall ZUall (g ) AaaS 8ol (9 )Saall (g ) ala5 3oLy (M) (5250 Lea (19 S04l
3 agatl) 5ol 5aliys (3l 52Ly Ml ¢ i) 8 Aol LIS Ay G5
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.(Phesatcha et al., 2020 ; Paula ef al., 2020 ; Sayed,2009)

Jsaill 5eli€ 5 Calall Dl o) aag s El Fadili (2004) ae gibil) e i)

lahal Gy ae i) o3 (30 Al s B (P <0.05) LY e o) 558 Slaall 133
05S3  Glel plS Galall Dl o) e a2l e 4l ang s Altin ef al, (2005)
b2 i ol WX L(P <0.05) &by B el il A daill 50U o V) o Dlaal
agysll B3l o (e aiylls il 2y ) Koyuncu ef af (2021) 4l duas Lo ae gl
On dusiee B dlia (Al 4l V) BlY) die lgie €A b el i€ Dlaall daasl
Cagylay Adliall Lall Jalal) of it ¥ o s (S igatl 8eUS Jana 8 Cpaeainl)

cAamia Byiliall A)laal) Jaaia (eadly Guial) BVl £g3 cBaall (dadanll §)la) Aabidall paecdl)
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e Bdlia Ualye 3 I3 Jigadll 8eUS 3 (Slaal) Guing Zadell 55 Ll (21)Jsaa)
Ayl

A5 5L pRS/ile ph A Jugall) 5oliS
Jalad)
digl) 5o Lagt) %3 w2 gYR- |
ddlal)
£5.12 +4.85 | 40 :3560
0.22+5.41 | 0.36+6.24 Ho
0.27 0.21 R
+5.61 +4.99 | 60 :354 40
0.32+5.66 | 0.45+6.36 <
0.29 0.28 o
NS NS NS NS Aginal (Ssians
i)
+b5.09 +b5.82 +b4.98 +b4.47 .
L sSH
0.25 0.19 0.25 0.23
+as.77 +a6.47 +a5.52 +a5.31 .
0.29 0.21 0.11 0.24 -
0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 dginall (Gginua
Jala
+b5.02 +b5.83 +b4.63 +b4.58 1555 % 550m 60
3 X )
0.32 0.25 0.18 0.29 >
+a5.89 +a6.76 +a5.76 +as5.15
&) x < 60
0.22 0.29 0.26 0.25
+b5.39 +b6.18 +a5.38 +b4.56 55 % 5500 40
3 X )
0.18 0.24 0.36 0.18 >
+a5.98 +a6.88 +a5.57 +a5.48
&l xS 40
0.19 0.18 0.26 0.27
0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 Aginal (S5ine

(P<0.05) s sisa die 4y gina CUBDAS 392 5 And L gas ABHAL Cig 2l -
dysina (g9 h agagps BINS -
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LI Alalf L) alas) Ao odaal) (uing dddal) go5 il 6-4
daba P LS LK) slae) Ao Slaadl Guing dddsl) g5 8l 1-6-4
Ay} (pa AdliSa

e ddide Jale & Real Time PCR duiy digwsally LS LSl slae) <l
3 .(22) dsax Plaall Guing dadall g53 (n Jalailly dadell 5 (P<0.05) Lgina duad )
LIS LSl slael (e GSI (ggine (A 3550 P00 (g5 ddle Ao cune (Al (Dlead) il
Mae) Jacsgia by Auball (po Gy B el 3 3 %40 cuie A Sleall pe il
sSs sy 107 x (870 9.60 <10.20) ALlS Al dlsye Pla LK L)
dsine 83 el Clad) (e %60 B3l sSAl cjlialy L s e Jo [CFUB axicdl
Gy e %40 83l SlYly 5 e IS A3lke BASH LEKH dael & (P<0.05)
Bygeay Auball DS 200 LKA dlael 3 Lgine deall Gain S5 als .+ 3S5e %60 s13ad)
Aadall g5 G Jalally LIS LKA slael Gu (P<0.05) disse didad ADle dlliag ALK
%40 dadall (o Jynill die 5S1 dlael AN LU cdaee G (9 JSA) Dleall uing
pale 2y alllly Wy J¥) el 3 LSl el laaly @lld S %60 N S5
Faalusall Candily L Jo¥) el b 2 LSl dlael cpls 8 %41.58 aany dalell D)
(sl e Gl 5 S el & 2SI LK) ol b %83.05 5 %85.09
& B bangie ISy . 3S5e %60 dzdall slaily LIS LSl dlae) 8 dsialy 80k Cileas
107 x0.68 cualy 3 ¢ 3lilly Jo¥) el b dadall g5 e laslaiel dag ZSH LS slac
v AN LSl she) Bgie ol OIS g b ode foeniall (55 saag 107 %0.51
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b ) 3gmr . gl e o f5ericaall (05< 5ang 107X1.26 alig duhall (e G il
Gl 8 S LS b dagale 53l ) sah sl Caladl e ddladl cibigiasall 1l
.(Anantasook and Wanapat 2012)

Usina 2SI LSl 8 5,0 5015 an 3 Liu €f aL,(2019) pe ilial o3 i
22 b Sl e el gginall 53 3S5al Cilal e dulle o e slall Wle¥) S 8
b LS LK) asy g3 Dias ef al, (2018) ge gilall oda iy . aumgl) Algee 2l
- el Ay il gnS Joli vie el Alays (3K

12 y1 =-0.68x+8.9 y2=0.519x+ 1.705 y3=-1.26x+11.45
e a#158 R? = 0.8509 R? = 0.8305
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Total bacteria LISl LKl e (Dleall (uing dadall g3 o Jalall ik (9) J<al
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A LS slac] 8 Jeall Guing dadall g3 80 (22) Jsaal

(da [CFU ) 107 xdsh L) alae)

Jalad)
Jagia 2643 K42 BV |
ddlal)
a+8.70 a+9.60 | ax10.20 +7.90 | o&a 40 : 8% 60
0.48 0.49 0.59 0.50
b+7.16 | bx7.00 | b+6.40 £6.50 | & 60 : S 40
0.41 0.51 0.57 0.52
0.05 0.05 0.05 NS Lginall (Goiua
ouial)
+8.02 +8.85 +7.70 +7.50 2sSy)
0.53 0.56 0.55 0.54
+7.85 +7.75 +8.90 +6.90 &y
0.51 0.53 0.65 0.51
NS NS NS NS daginal) (§icua
Jadat)
+a9.36 | +al0.78 | +al0.00 | +b7.30 2853 x €54 60
0.57 0.52 0.52 0.55
+b8.04 | +b8.42 | +al0.40 | +a8.50 &l x <5 60
0.58 0.54 0.53 0.54
+C6.67 +C6.92 +c5.40 | +ab7.70 | _sSd x S5 40
0.57 0.57 0.58 0.57
+bc7.66 | *b7.08 +b7.40 +¢5.30 &l x K5 40
0.51 0.59 0.56 0.48
0,05 0.05 0.05 0.05 Lginall (Sgina

(P<0.05) s sima Xi& 4y gina CUBMIAS 3529 (Ard La gac ARMALY Cig ) -
Lgias 398 4939 p3 AINS -
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Jal JM& Ruminococcus albus Ui sl Ao (Slaall (uing ddial) il 2-6-4
Al (e Adlidg

On dalally dadall £63 e USI(P<0.05) gsiee Ll @llia o (23) Jsan o el

.Ruminococcus albus gg sl Alaall LS slael (& Pleall Guing didel) &
%00 Je s Al Pleall e cdoii %40 Loy 53S0 dide o 813l (Slaall cyell
Jo [opaniaal) (usSs sang 107 x2.705 7.27 Jaesialls llawg daball 530 Ak 5550 dide
Al 3S5e %60 83aall L@Dhie e 3S5e %40 slaaall Y1y S cgn SIS, Nall e
= Al g e (P<0.05) Lsiea Ruminococcus albus LS cadie) cua dull 5as
107 x2.158 5 107 x2.086 Jaeas cualyjl 31 (10 JSall) Jasll Guin DERY Aasas (368
5 de¥) Ledll (B e %40 ) S %600 (e dadall it vie e [Brentien (5SS Bang
iy GO el & LS (e gsl) 138 Jacsie (meds) Laiy o gl e duhall e S
b LAY Jagia b Adall g1 Aanlise da uily o [Bpaxices (5S35 Bang 107%1.312
Sle Gy il J¥) edll 8 %68.06 5 85.11 5 86.44 (sl LS sda sl
I F VRON RS POV RS KEA R 1 g Rl RN (R kY 3 PR W5 XS P\ Ry O PR (1
S b A SLasl LS5 5 CDleY) gg 8 ) ol L(Liu ef ak, 2019) (asU
abadl @bl ehal s L(Liu ef ak, 2016) (S B s Sl aanall e
GLDU Allaal) dojgadd) eba¥) lisy slael (3 fi3e 5 cealy 580 L) (Qlasdly 3V ia)

.(Huws et al., 2014)
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LSl slael 8 508 ab) lsang (il Vahidi ef al (2021) ae gt sda i)

<L) 8:by ae RuUminococcus flavetaciens s Ruminococcus albus Ll allayl)

A Sl ald clilie e sl degenall 5 Y1 o8 e sldadl JieY) degena
Sl (e daes o) e laging

y1l=2.086x-0.765 y2=2.158x-0.715 y3=1.312x+2.54
R?=0.8644 R*=0.8511 R? = 0.6806

‘.I

60male 60female 40male

C B N W A U O N 0O O

m Albusl m Albus2 m Albus3

Ruminococcus albus LS Je (Deall Luing dadall gg o Ja)il) Sl (10) J<a
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Ruminococcus albus jshlusll dllaall LSl slacl e daall Guing dadell g5 5i6 (23) Jsan

Ruminococcus jgluull Adlaal) L i<l axe

(o [Brainnall sl 3ang) 107 x albus Jalad)
bagia | a3 | a2 | Leal
ddalal)
b+2.70 | b+4.06 b+2.07 | b+1.96
038 | 032 | 037 | o3 |00
a+7.27 | ax7.58 a+7.29 | a+6.95
035 | 036 | 034 | o035 |00
0.05 | 0.05 0.05 | 0.05 | Liad ssious
s
+4.93 +6.06 +4.49 +4.23 )
034 | 036 | 035 | 034 e
+5.04 +5.58 +4.86 +4.68 sy
0.41 | 033 0.40 | 0.32
NS NS NS NS Ainall (Sinna
il
+b2.61 | +b4.22 1.75 +b1.86 .
047 | 047 | 0aseo | o047 | 27900
+b2.78 | +b3.90 +b2.40 | £b2.05
041 | 050 | o046 | o0a4g | =500
+a7.24 | +a7.90 | +a7.24 | +a6.59 .
047 | 042 | o042 | o045 | #€H0
+a7.30 | +a7.26 +a7.33 | xa7.30
048 | 044 | 043 | o04a | ST
0.05 | 0.05 0.05 | 0.05 | yinad ssins

(P<0.05) s sima dic 4 gine CUIMIR) 352 9 (Aad L gas AdLS Cigjall -
Asina 398 a5y et LRINS -
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Ruminococcus flavefaciens Lis: dse) A (daall (uing didel) g4 il 3-6-4
dafpall e ddlida Jahe DA

LAl el e Logia Jalally (Sleall Gaing dadall g3 586 (24) Jsas e Cai

(P<0.05) Lsiea LSl olae) il . Ruminococcus flaveraciens s jshlall dlladl)
3 %040 833l (Sleall sy (Dhaadl Guing didell g5 G Jalailly didel) g5 e IS0
e %60 81350l (Plasll ai)gls) L djlae Jo [Bpanioead) (3588 s3n5 107 X6.06 o5)350 Lacisia
%40 slad) Yl oS cyelal WS (o [Bpaniasall (63 s3ng 107 X2.26) 85540 daial)
Wle dlia 5. 3$e %60 siad) Gy S G S e (P<0.05) Lsies g <)
o JAlully Ruminococcus flavefaciens ¢ ¢ e LKl dlael o (P<0.05) diage dudas
Ruminococcus flavefaciens LiS claw Cus (1TJAN) (Pleal) (uing dadal) &8
LAY Sael laals @lld Sy K50 %40 ) 35 %60 dalell (e Jsaill die HS) olac
Ruminococcus flavefaciens Ly el & il Jaee &by 3 LBl Sl oY) gl
sle da [Bpanicaal s 5ang 107 X0.7755 1.7355 1.843 cllilly stilly Jo¥) el b
sl (& gl Je % 40.36 579.32 5 78.76 )i dadal) goil dealiw Loy Jlgl)
Ol 5 dpeaall elal) B A alaill ek I Gl 8l (gey LBl SNy JoY)
25 Pheall dadkal) ZDa & (Lpeddl) daye ihang)SI) ducsd 8aL)) 5Sell Dle ) Bl
5 OLSaalinn J g edng Soall cibranall 3 ol are o SN 3 sy D) )

.(Mosoni et al., 2007) SLIY) Jlas & il Lol Zojgaall cbal) laliig aaalaa
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Usall LSl & 5508 831 Jgang (il Zhang ef al (2021) ae milil) oda i)

b gine oAl Calall B3l WleW) (S & Ruminococcus flavefaciens ¢ s e LD
LSl el b (P<0.05) Lsine Laliss) aag s3I Petri, (2013) mil ae i) Ly
b oAl Cilall (e ea AN xie Ruminococcus flavefaciens gs e LU dlladll

caSU Lesiall daglel)

8 y1=1.843x-0.125 y2 =1.735x-0.38 ¥ 3=0.775x+2.11
R?>=0.7876 R*=0.7932 R*>=0.4036
-
7 .
e ® - .®
5 ..-
5 ae®® -
-® o
4 olg.' =
-
see® - o“ s “
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flavefaciens
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bl Allaal) Lcd) slaef A Jaal) (uing dulal) poi il (24) Jgsa

Ruminococcus flavefaciens

Ruminococcus jgluull Adlaal) Lisi) axe
(o [8rarienall £l Basy) 107 x flavefaciens Jalad)
Jou gia #4 3 K2 #al
dlel)
b+2.26 b+2.84 b+1.78 b+2.17
045 | 043 | 046 | o0az [0 00
a+6.06 at5.25 | a6.14 a+6.79
042 | 046 | o044 | oaa [O6040
0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 dginall (Sgina
cuiall
+4.32 +4.51 +3.97 +4.50 .
0.44 0.48 0.45 0.46 e
+3.99 +3.57 +3.93 +4.46 sy
0.40 0.51 0.43 0.44
NS NS NS NS Ayginall (Sginna
Jalas)
+b2.20 +b2.87 1.75 +b1.98 .
047 | 047 | 0aseb | 0a9 | #7500
+b2.32 +b2.82 | +b1.80 +b2.36
0.41 050 | o046 | o0ag | S0
+a6.46 +a6.16 | +a6.20 +a7.02 .
0.47 042 | o042 | o4y | 70
+a5.66 +a4.34 +a6.07 +a6.57
048 | 044 | o043 | oae | =
0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 dginall (Sgina

(P<0.05) s simsa dic 4y gine CIMIR) 352 9 (ad L gas AdLS Cigjal) -
Lgina 98 3509 a2 LRINS -
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Fibrobacter LsSs da) B daall (wiag dddall ge 80 4-6-4

dpdll (e Adlida Jalpe JMA succinogenes
(P<0.05) Lsis Fibrobacter succinogenes g s s jshbudl dlladll LKl slael iyl
S LA Sl Jausgia oS5 4 (25) Jsan Dleal) Guin g et dalailly Qdell g5 (e IS
PDall gl oo b e [CFU 107 x5.24 (g5l S50 %40 slaadl) Plaal) gyl
Sl cdgin WS e [ CFU 107 x2.47 (gl cailSy J31 Talac) 85550 dasle %60 313l
s e %60 sl Gy S e (P<0.05) Lsiea S50 %40 8aall LY
slaill olasin) xe Fibrobacter succinogenes LSy dael 4wl Jua (12 J<A)
0.7835 1.153 cidllly s Jo¥) gall 3 &l 3 (S 40 @ 60 oas) Sl
64.55 a3 Aiglall 51l et luss Lsing ¢ Jgill o (o fipanicaal] (35S 5205 107 x1.203
LSl A (gied o) oSa L)y Sl oY) 530 Jsl) e % 60.31 576.32
LS slael alaji Eus . (Henderson et al, 2013) Aaall aUail) 8 cldday) ) dudiiad)
NDF (e lagine e 5 (Dle¥) Lies o lalael alie¥) (5€ 8 Lelaliiy LD alladl)
Slgisall Gaa ungugll G s o) (Vahidi ef al, 2021) Dgblussglly sl
) Andll) LA sall AaDle Ay 5855 935 Lae GSH 8 Augad) sla¥) gail Al
Bhbll duaall (aleal) 585 sl Jully chuaeSl o jeds Bl e dasd

(Abdullah and Al-Galbi, 2020 ; Alaidi and Al-Galbi, 2021)
Aol LKl dlac) 82l Jshaa cpdll Liu ef al (2016) ao gl sda il
e eV gging 3Ly e IV LBS A Fibrobacter succinogenes gsi (e LU

.NDF
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Fibrobacter sl Alsal) LSyl slasf 3 Jasdl Gaing ddal) g5 580 (25) Jgand)

succinogenes
Fibrobacter jgliwul dllaal) L i) s
(Ja [Brariuall £l Bang) 107 xsuccinogenes Jalad)
Bugia | ed3 | ea2 | Leatd
Al
b+2.47 | b+2.65 b+3.05 b+1.71
045 | 043 | o046 | o043 | &=A0760
a+5.24 | a+5.97 a+4.96 a+4.79
042 | 046 | 044 | ouaq | 20040
005 | 005 | 005 [ 0.05 Liginall (Sginna
sl
+4.02 +4.63 +3.97 +3.45 .
0.44 | 048 | 045 | 0.6 253
+3.70 +3.99 +4.05 +3.05 .
040 | 043 | 043 | 0.44
NS NS NS NS Lginall (Sioaa
Ja
047 | w260 | 330 | :1.52 .
047 | 047 | 048 | 049 | #7500
+2.47 +2.70 +b2.80 +1.90
041 | 050 | o046 | oag | =750
+5.56 +6.66 +4.63 +5.39 .
047 | 042 | o042 | 047 | ¥
+4.93 +5.29 +5.30 +4.20
048 | 044 | 043 | o046 | 7
005 | 005 [ 005 [ 0.05 Fyginall (Ssions

(P<0.05) s sisa die 4y gina CUBDAS 392 5 And L gas ABNAL Cig ol -
Lygina (398 2529 a2 (AINS -
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7 yl=1.153x+0.37 y2 =0.783x+2.05 y3 =1.203x+ 1.305
R? = 0.6455 R?=0.7632 R?=0.6031
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M succinogenesl M succinogenes2 M succinogenes3

Fibrobacter succinogenes L Ao (Slaall (uiag didal) g65 G JA)3) it (12) J<a

Butyrivibrio Ly s e odall Gaiag didell g4 il 5-6-4

du)al) (e ddlida Jale DA fibrisolvens
Alaal) LSl el o Legin Jalally (Dlaall (uing dadall g3 586 (26) Jsos s
oo IS (P<0.05) Lsies LSl lael el . Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens g s e sl
lajedss ) LASl dlae) 3o Jaadl 3 L Dleall Guing dRdal) go3 G J3lally Anlall 58
bl e Gl 5 SE el B 3 %40 Lo gt ) dple e 8kl Pleal
sl e CFU 107 x (2.47 55.24) S5 %60 (553 dade e 8laad) Dleally 4l
Saall sty Dlaall Guing ddall g53 G Jalally (P<0.05) Lsies LSl slael il LS
o Lad L 3S5e %60 83l giVly dnSall sl Lo 35e %40 sl Lsi¥ly LSl
50 dbb lan Apjliie lalael Gl A e U cilaaeg (Dleall ainy LS slae) it

5ol Jasipy Cus .(Henderson ef al, 2015) Al aUaall cadsal ) lld (ghay . dulyl)
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sy ¢ A3 AUl 8 Gl £ Talue Uala)) (oS0 3 GLDU Allad) LK) slael
A Angaall ela¥) oSl o g Aggen sedill ALGN cilyamgeSI LY
Lall Al A pganal) eloa¥) Lol (ga 53 LI Allaall L€l dalits e Jlis g sl

.(Nagaraja and Titgemeyer, 2007; Klieve ef al., 2003; Tajima et al., 2001)

Lall dllaall LSl alael 8 5,0€ <ol aag 3 Li ef al, (2009) ae gibill s2a i
=il (X30) Selenomonas ruminantium 4 (X2) Streptococcus bovis gsi (e
Butynivibrio s (x40) Fibrobacter succinogenes <albJ dlladl)l LKl alac) & S

Ol e cale A aall Calall e S Gl Jgas xie (x20) fibrisolvens

y2 =0.519x+ 1.705 y3=0.979x + 1.635
y 1=0.093x+ 2.305 R2=0.8509 R?2=0.499
6 R*=0.6315
..‘
5 ......i
e ®
o".
4 .
....... - ® 0..".-..
3 t’. ....o"
. R
: e ® %% R XN ] - . [ N N ]
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0
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H butyrivibriol ™ butyrivibrio2 ™ butyrivibrio3

Butyrivibrio  L3Ss e (Dleal) uing dadell g3 o Jalall il (13) J<al

fibrisolvens
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Butyrivibrio  sllual dllsdl) L i<yl e s Jaall uing dadal) g8 Ll (26) Js>

fibrisolvens
Butyrivibrio sliwdl Allaal) L) sae
(o [8rariesall £l Basy) 107 x fibrisolvens Jalad)
bagi | ea3 | ses2 | seat
Al
b+2.51 b+2.65 b+2.38 +2.48
045 | o011 | o012 | o043 |&#3075060
a+3.91 a+5.52 at3.62 +2.59
042 | 044 | 016 | o4 |&=00740
0.05 0.05 | 0.05 NS Liginall (S5iuss
Ll
+3.13 +4.50 +2.94 +2.42 .
0.44 0.48 | 045 | 0.46 253
$3.12 | #3.66 | +3.06 | +2.65 .
040 | 043 | 043 | 0.44
NS NS NS NS Luinall (S5iaas
Jal
b+2.41 b+2.65 2.22 b+2.36 .
047 | 047 | 048 | 049 | #7500
b+2.60 b+2.65 b+2.55 | b+2.60
0.41 050 | 046 | o4 | =500
a+4.16 | ax6.35 | a+3.66 | +2.48 .
0.47 047 | 042 | 04 | #0
at3.65 at4.68 at3.58 +2.71
0.48 046 | 0.43 | o044 | S0
0.05 0.05 | 0.05 NS ginal) (Sginna

(P<0.05) s sima die 4 gina CUBMIAS 353 5 (Aad L gas Adlidall Gig ad) -
Lgina (3958 3909 pe WINS -
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B ral) didal) duudi g dllidall LSl Mae) o 4BMal) 6-6-4
5] didal) Lo e g yad) LSH dhael lass) dales (27) Jsas (e gy
LA oda () S5 Les +(P<0.05) drginas Al Ll JlaaiVl D lalas gaen il Cu
LA dlae) 83l I gag didal) b 5S5al) digdall s 83l o) ey 3 (L) Ay il
LSy (CFU  107x0.88-) R. albus LiS: slael mliasly (CFU 107x 0.33) a)
Fibrobacter succinogenes ;< (CFU 107x 1.67) Ruminococcus flavefaciens
¢ls¥l Ji<lg .(CFU 10"x 0.79) Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens LSss (CFU 10"x 0.73)
%70 dowiy Wolael ity 55554l dadall Ciaale AN Ruminococcus flavefaciens e
slall A o g Alpgan pesall AL Chpaas L GLA Jasad o) L(0.70-R2)
ela¥) Bl (pe 239 LU Allaall LyaCll Ll e Ui Ll cadt g oS0 3 jgadl)
Nagaraja and Titgemeyer, 2007; Klieve ef al, 2003; ) Lall dlladll dijeadll
Lall allaall LSl slac) 6 50€ @ilaly Li ef ak, (2009) Isxss -(Tajima ef al., 2001
u=lesily (x30) Selenomonas ruminantium s (X2) Streptococcus bovis ¢ (s
Butyrivibrio 5 (x40) Fibrobacter succinogenes DU alladll Ll slae) & 50

DSl e cale A aall calall e S GUaill Jgas xie (x20) fibrisolvens
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SO Badal) Funs e A8 LASH lae) lanil dalaa (27) Jsos

Gsinall (s5isa (%) R? stV Jala () oLl LSl
0.000 33.50 ~0.33 26.77 Total bacteria
0.000 48.30 70.88 - 73.61 Ruminococcus albus
0.000 70.00 71.67- 119.07 Ruminococcus flavefaciens
0.000 46.10 "0.73- 60.08 Fibrobacter succinogenes
0.003 22.60 "0.79- 72.22 Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens

(P<0.05) & ginall (5 gisa iai * -
(P<0.01) Lyginall (5 gioa (ai ** -

Cllg) (A A LSy 5 sbabaeadt Allaall L) £ 1930 Coas BLIN Jalaa 7-6-4
Galydl] (pe daide
Sl L laall LSl gyl A< LSl e WL Y1 ol (28) Jsan sy

Fibrobacter succinogenes y Ruminococcus flavefaciens 5 Ruminococcus albus
Cingli Alle g Lnga 5 dngine Glalo V) aues il cdwg 1) Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens g
& Butyrivibrio  fibrisolvens s Ruminococcus flavefaciens Ly (0.657 (w
LU sl LSl ¢lgs) a3 . Fibrobacter succinogenes s 4Kl LKl o 0.988
22al) pe Lrginay dunge Bygum calady) Gllily CLIDU Allaall L€l €05 aa) dusg jaal) das Y]
b Laatid) Lyl o) leiy Las (gsinally Mally cansal) Tl V1 oo Sicab (Laill K1)
Ruminococcus  « Fibrobacter succinogenes g)s:) Taasis (<l & GLIY) acas
sda 2aia3 .(Koike and Kobayashi, 2001) Ruminococcus albus « flavefaciens
aaiad of oSe R.albus o g aepl) e cdallally saill jlld) e € an ) elsiV)
aslal) LYY Jlas aes Leal) o A (6AY) G (e degiia degana 3 liS 3T I
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Fibrobacter — <LDU dlladl) Lipl) asys .(La Reau  and  Suen, 2018)
Butyrivibrio «Ruminococcus albus « Ruminococcus flavefaciens «succinogenes
(P<0.05) Lisinay Lalay) Llals)) (imes W g mns pa Jlie) (5 S & fibrisolvens

.(Zhang et al., 2020)

Cro Alite i) 8 A<D Lly bl Al LA el Lol Y Jalas (28) s
Ll

s dlds )
L aSKill o g3
|3 2 i & g

"0.968 | "0.994 | 0.993 | "0.987 Ruminococcus albus
0.773 | 70.877| 0.626 | T°0.877 | Ruminococcus flavefaciens

Total bacteria

"0.988 | 70.994 | 70.992 | ©°0.994 | Fibrobacter succinogenes
70.976 | 0.146 | 0.712 | 70.978 |  Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens
70.797 | ©0.877 | "0.626 | T0.877 | Ruminococcus flavefaciens
"0.985 | °0.994 | ©°0.991 | ©°0.994 | Fibrobacter succinogenes
70.932 | 0.140 | 70.712 ] 0.986 Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens
"0.828 | 0.918 | "0.645 | ©°0.918 | Fibrobacter succinogenes | Ruminococcus
70.657 | 0.598 | 0.074- | ©°0.877 |  Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens flavefaciens

Ruminococcus

albus

. . . Fibrobacter
0.951 | 0.231 0.696 0.994 Bulyrivibrio fibrisolvens

succinogenes

(P<0.05) &y ginall s gicsa ai * -
(P<0.01) &y sinall (s gisa Jiad ** -
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dale A PH Angongll () o oBlaal) (uing Aidall goi 56 7-4
Ay} (pa AdliSa

Jalully Guially didall goi 3B (P>0.05) disine (398 3939 axe () (29) Jsds (e o
S g gl G AL 3 L Al (e By s JgY) el DA uinlly Bl oy
caly Ally IV el i 35 %40 Bl S 5 sl Ko %60 sl SVl

sl e 6.79 56.81 56.72 56.70

PH ungpugl G o Guinlly el g5 58l (29) Joaa

PH iagigl) o)
- Jalad
43 a2 a1
Al
0.15+6.65 0.106.69 0.15¢6.71 | &4 40 : 354 60
0.11£6.76 0.13+6.78 0.12¢6.80 | 43 60 : 35 40
NS NS NS duginal) (§5innn
il
0.08+6.71 0.116.73 0.106.75 sSu)
0.12+6.70 0.14+6.74 0.09+6.76 ELY)
NS NS NS Ayginall (Syiua
Jalatl)
0.11%6.66 0.20£6.67 0.236.70 1553 % 35 60
0.15+6.65 0.14+6.71 0.16+6.72 &L X 35 60
0.14+6.77 0.17+6.79 0.9+6.81 2553 X 35a 40
0.17+6.76 0.116.77 0.136.79 EL) X 35 40
NS NS NS Aaginall (Syia

Lgina G98 a529 a2 SRINS -
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dgpaal) claall (ang LSl alaed ¢ 43Mall 8-4

asiall sl st (gha) cdadiae bl dAlladll dojgadd) elal¥l oo ledaY

Jsaa sbbacdl Allaall Lill Zas ) #lsils 2SN LSl shael e g paall ciliall oand
AY) Gandly gsina il leand o) el WS (5)36 dae sa LiSill o2a dae o it +(30)
s Ruminococcus albus ;e JS cuyelal st dugynd) daall e Talae) ggina pe il
Ruminococcus ) diigl) 53L3llg aall O)g (A (S5iae il Fibrobacter succinogenes
e OSD (ssine Jgbiall S5all Calall deS iy Jslinad) cilal) A e il laasgl albus
Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens 3 Ruminococcus flavefaciens , Ruminococcus albus
glol maan Ao daie) aa Joliial) iall Calall A0S Wl . Fibrobacter succinogenes \acl
il aans Aslinall d8lall 5ol 4 iy . %96.30 (g5l Wi line At cilSy Lyl
Lo dealue Loy ilial XX Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens laele jslbudl dlladl) L)
Al Ay LK daely (Sl disaill 5l o D)) clialy .%98.50 ciliay
gl e LASH Lo (A% i) 5l cpens a5 e sl o )
5 4ag By Ruminococcus albus Ly, «al My . Fibrobacter succinogenes
Fibrobacter Ly Sl Wiy dugysm Glia 8 Jual (v Gl 6 ae digine
FSY) deganadl oo LnSll LAy e Glia eed e diginay dnge Ay SUCCINOgENes
FON (e desiia degana G quls Ui e Bl zhaiu) e 508 a5 SN b lesn

saiey Tylais o(Tapio et al., 2017) ignlly @bySally Laally GLIVI @iy 6 Lo (2l

-
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s b Lala Doy i SN i o Jlae) oSe oSl adtll e jial) gl
Allad oy 5 Uil dgaes AlieWy duslall (o IS 8 dald) cluhall cjelal Cun L olgaal)
Jewell ef al, 2015; Shabat ef al, ) (R LS Gleganay inddl Glgal) 403
S5iay e Byl McLoughlin et al, (2020) a5 .(2016; Ellison ef al, 2017
Lin «(FCR) Al disill 3:US 2 Fibrobacter 5 Ruminococcus LyS, ERENRY;
Lalag) Walis) Biimall cililgaat) (5)< 3 QLYY iy daadiall 40yaSll Gulia¥) o3 gl
5 ase byl (Zhang ef al, 2020) aas e LAASH 5 Gaagd) Eygl) 52L31 ae Ligina
R. s R. flavefacie 4 F. succinogenes DU Aladl LKl o (P<0.01) (geine
Alglinal ddlal) salall 5 (Al asll )9 ae (Sl S 8 B. fibrisolvens 4 albus
e LS Bl Bleal) (oS 8 (oS aainall sy A (Yang ef alk, 2018) 2y ey

Lage Wla ) B. fibrisolvens 4 R. albus 4 R. flavefaciens s F. succinogenes &5

el Asl) 5l 5 ) Calall e (P<0.05) ssinas
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e g yaall Cliaall lasil) g yaall Cliaall Gansy LS alse) Gy & (30) Jsaall

(LA lac)
i 5 L) lasf J)aka
Aggina R = ..
":Uw %) B. F. R. R. Total | ghdl ddall
d fibrisolvens | succinogenes | flavefaciens albus bacteria (a)
0.001 | 61.90 0.06 0.72 0.04 “70.639 | 0.47 | 28.36 | amall ¢y
. - . sali3l
0.05 | 36.00 0.69 13.68 0.73 4.27 | 12.03 | 171.37| . °
46l
- calal) daaS
0.001 | 64.60 1.61 15.47 0.94 17.24 | 19.42 | 773.69
Jaliial)
delas
0.01 | 40.90 0.3- 70.41- 0.02- 0.4~ 0.57- | 4.41 Jagadl
gﬂlﬁd\
calad) daas
0.000 | 88.10 | ""36.05 10.05 35.92 | T15.21 | 5.09 |492.04| S
Jliiall
alad) daS
0.000 | 96.30 | “"15.10 "17.86 13.45 | T18.23 | 4.07 166.23 ]  oaal
Jgliial
Balal) das
0.000 | 98.50 2.07 "27.94 55.82 | T62.96 | 2.05 |712.31] daw
A linal)
oY)
0.65 | 10.00 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.03 | 6.79 .
kgl
(P<0.05) 43sinall (s siusa a3 * -
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3 Jebebedl a3l 38 e Laglas Jahally Dlaad) (g disdell g5 36 9 4
illsusagl
5 bl el 5K Al b csegll 5 Sablad) el 305 31 Jsas i
e 3 %40 Bladl (Dleaall degana & (P<0.05) Ligina Boi 3 dadall goiy jbibissagl)
350 %40 8dl GLY) 5 Sl Culgh LS L 5S5 %60 dide o 8l (Dleal) de gana
o clee 82l Ladal) o M iy 138y 3550 %60 L) 5 550 (55aY) ekl e
el b A llaall LpSQl) Jaliig alael 8ol (Ao ilee ALDU sl Ll alacel 3alay
Ruminococcus  albus,  Fibrobacter ,succinogenes,  Ruminococcus )
0= (19 ¢ 18 ¢ 17 « 16) Jslaall & & ( Butyrivibrio  fibrisolvens flavefacients
e Jyaanlly (3)SI 8 GLIVI pulaatl (650 I DU Alaall L€l Jaxd 31 L Aualyal)
Lyshld) Lygal) AN e hadm al) il 234 (Berg Miller ef al, 2009) sl
Dillon and Dillon 2004; Koeck ef al,2014, 2015 ;Mahanta et ) lgl ¢laaS
Glilgaall axall Slaal) AUl GLIU Alladll cila¥) 585 Sl ) el (g3xy (21,2014
) (giad) ol 2800 Aala) 8 Ssbldl Allaall Lyl aelaal) (i Cua cBjinl)

(Martin ef al., 2002) (2SI & clal) sda 5815 (mlias) Jullg (A8l o

LU sl LB Gl 535l) & 5245 Comtet-Marre et a/ (2017)

3 La) G DU L sl & jgadll sl a¥) 5ol op bty o ol waaglly by il
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S AR Al 6 58, i) il Gl Allsdll il ) (Deusch et al, 2017)

(B i) BRI DY) o WA S AUl )l dsdll CDleY) e

Salgabed) el G5 Ao Laghn Jalailly Sleal) Guing Aidal) ggi 55 (31) Jga>

Selsbiag)
(ke ab g Sele) asii¥) 555 L
Sebasagd) Seladedd)
el 50
0.17+ b2.33 0.10+b5.85 id 40 : 35 60
0.35+a3.80 0.49+26.83 id 60 : 35 40
0.05 0.05 daginall (Syiune
il
0.78+3.18 0.76+6.58 sS
0.62+2.95 0.34+6.10 &)
NS NS Aaginall (Sgica
Jalal
0.19+b2.27 0.16+b5.90 2553 X 354 60
0.20b2.40 0.18+b5.80 &L X S5 60
0.21+a4.10 0.27+a7.27 2953 X 350 40
0.19+a3.50 0.31+a6.40 &L X 35 40
0.05 0.05 Aaginall Syl

(P<0_05)‘5‘93~m.\.'\93.|"9.'n.nél§)\:|$\ Ak‘gg.hiﬁled‘ps Aanial) Cag all -
Ligina 398 ag29 a8 HINS -
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3 Sl (oasily 5 sbabaaall Allaal) LSSty A0S LS Sast G Jasi¥ly LGN 1-9-4
Jebbnagl)

Al LSl gloil 5 Salbiegl) 5 Sablud) eyl Gm 3D 32 Jsia (e i

LS plsil 5 2SN LA as Limse Sygem Ui cpanil¥) ) Gum AN LIy ol
Gl 0.50 5 0.51 s 3 Baliy) Jalee b J8) 40SH LSl sy jgblicall Al
s Butynivibrio fibrisolvens Ly, \gilaw Llo) delee el ol Jgl e
0.93 50.94 A\l .33 xa Ruminococcus albus y Ruminococcus flavefaciens
dae) e Ugina Talael olayV) adie) 5 liluseg)) a3l 2o %80 e JS) Sl 5 0.90
5 Obbnegl) ayil cpliy % 86.60 = LK) sda ciaalu Mg sl dllaally AN L <)

5 el el 2 b LA e gl ede el K5 lae sl s 95.20

S-S B R HERNEN
5 Jeblad) caily obibicll Allall L illg AN LS slasl g a1y Bl ¥ cDlales (32) s
behieag!
Jebibissagl el
L) Jeboe | o) alee | Tali gy elee | oy Jalece S

4.89 1.23 okl
70.50 0.03 0.51 0.01 Total bacteria
~0.79 70.23 70.90 70.13 Ruminococcus albus
70.86 70.26 70.93 70.26 Ruminococcus flavefaciens
70.83 0.11 "0.89 0.08 Fibrobacter succinogenes
70.86 0.18 "0.94 ”0.23 Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens

86.60 95.20 R?

0.00 0.00 Liginal) (S5
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Liadll palea¥) Ao laghn Jalailly oSlaal) (uing dddall go5 iU 10-4
Gl (b Bl
JSI (P<0.05) Lgine skl draal) palaa¥) 585 b (33) Jsan 3 ol ek
Al e 550 %60 slaaall (Dleall cagin 3 L Lagia Jalailly (Dlaall uing dadall g3 cpa
&) Al (e 5 sl (e 5l Jse Je 89.39 598.55 cila g+ 3<50 %40 5laaall
LNy sSally (e JS e 5K50 %60 sl GV 5 3850w %60 diaall <A cadg
Slaall siy Ladal) g3 (P<0.05) Lisina liw) (ks caws cifiliy . e %40 8laaall
sl e %59.79 5%64.39 a3 K5%60 slaad) Dleall e K50 %40 5liadl)
Sl 358) Ml e bl melas 19.25 516.22 cilass Lty clin) Gasls (0
Jalailly Plaal) Guins Sl G bl duaall (adgall i 5w ol 5 (S %60 83l
AES 5Spal) Al Aala) aas (A agan dnaill sda gy Dlaall s 5 dklall g5 (o
Agall (Ao Jalaall Qglhaall (5)5aue¥) Jaaiall afy el dlgall 5S35 ol LalSy ¢ Aef cilinia
b AR Ll Gl U8 e 3 dishanll ST g dllia Ml LAudall Jals dlaal)
Oliveira et a/ skl Luadl) (alaa¥) z 1) (he aiy Ml ¢ yeadtl) ddec ¢ e Laa ¢S
ccilad) e ll) giall das o ol I (381 3 GLDU Allaal) Lyall Jass 1(2019)

.(Hua et al, 2017) <o) (aals z1] e Laa

o adinall Sl JUaill o) aag g3 Gevari ef af (2020) ae gl sda i)

s plie¥) (S 8 gl g i) aals duws e (P<0.001) Lgina 2y pial) Calall
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ul)s (,-?A (P<0.001) Lﬁ}"—‘“ &ﬂd):uj).\n UAA\A z\..t.uu 9 @M\ 2&3&&” UALAAY‘ &B.AM uls O

S e e ol e 83l (Dles

P 3all Calall ol 0 aag &l 3 (Liu et al., 2019) ao gl sda am A
Bblall dral) (alea) Jlaa) le € <8 A3 plail & 55:45 5 40:60 0880 Calal)

.(Chen et al., 2015) e Jeas Al =l ao sl i) gam ol o 2 K0 3
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Blball Lsaal (alea¥) 55 Ao Laglalaiy (Saadl Guing dddal) g5 550 (33) Jsan

el figally digug ol i) Gaals iy 4.l

adla s Ladla alaay)
g igusg dauy) | sy Zsaa s
% % % (Y saske)
Aidal
a+19.25 +20.14 b+59.79 a+98.55
1.09 1.50 2.51 291 | 401560
b+16.22 | +19.06 | a+64.39 | bx89.39
0.84 1.66 1.59 397 | 900540
0.05 NS 0.05 0.05 Auginall (Sioss
s
+18.25 | +20.35 | +60.91 +94.95 ,
L sSu)
2.06 1.55 3.28 4.66
£17.21 +18.85 | +63.18 | 92.71 i
1.58 1.40 2.69 5.77
NS NS NS NS Aagina) (Sgius
Jalaal
£19.90 | +20.70 | +58.44 | +a99.33 ,
1.07 1.74 2.50 2.08 2358252 60
+18.50 | +19.57 | x61.14 | 2a97.22
1.55 1.50 2.01 2.03 SH X 50 60
+16.50 | +19.60 | +63.00 | +b90.58 ,
1.70 1.81 1.51 2.24 29532 S 40
+15.93 | +18.12 | +65.23 | +b88.20
1.37 1.02 1.20 1.97 S 55 40
NS NS NS 0.05 Auginal (Sious

(P<0.05) s sima die 4 gina CABMIAS Soa g (Aad L gas Al Gig al) -
Lsina (398 2509 a8 aINS -
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Sobabaadl Allaal) LjiKully 4sl) Lasd) lsed g laadly Sblay) 1-10-4
yladal) duaal) (alaa¥) 5S4

5 (P<0.05) <) LSl e JS po Linge 5 Usine clin) Giacls docs cilas))

Lo Gabial) LSl il Ligina lisg ul) Gasla Lasiy o1y (P<0.05) sbiaudl dllaal) LS
Lol shledl Alladl) LS 15 5 2SI LRSI o Lisinas Wl Ukl elijisall Gasla Lag)
ColS 5 bl Alladll LSl plsi) ga Lsina 5 Ll Unli) o)) Jah 20D malsnll 55
50 Aot lie LSl glsil Cranlis sy Ligina LSl glsil e duaall (mlaa¥) lasil < lala
il (aala A 3 %71.60 52U Zaaall (mlea¥) 55 4% 63.20 ) cileay
padls Lot (3 %14.60 5 Aial) Gasls G (3 %55.20 deale Lui Caatds) Lo
Loy Pall B 2 el (el 585 of (Zhang et al., 2020) ass 3 cligug )
F. 5 R. flavefaciens g5 (o GLDU dlladdl LSl axey (P<0.05) Usiee 5 Lulsy)
Lginag Lulw Ualit) eligug ) (mels 585 Jasi)) Law « B. fibrisolvens 5 succinogenes
(Yang et al., 2018) 25 Wi .Fibrobacter succinogenes L <, ANl (P<0.05)
Fibrobacter g5 (e LSl Llag)l Sleall (S 34 oSl adisadl dulp
Butyrivibrio (Ruminococcus albus (Ruminococcus flavefaciens (succinogenes

Sligigull (asla aa (P<0.05) Lginas Lol fibrisolvens
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3S5s bl Allaall LSl 4K LSl slae) cp lasal g Jala ¥ e lalea (34) Jsanl)
ylkal) dvaall aleal!

Liaal alasy)
Syl (aala fEiN ) (aala SiuN) Gaals .
Lyigd) oaa 1gm9,) (e ) e A9 B
Skl
Jalaa dalaa | dalaa | dalaa | dalaa | el | dalae | alaa
Jal Ny flasiyl | ks flaasy) | Jalagy K] K]
) J ) J ) J way |
20.82 19.87 57.90 114.84 )

‘0.42- | 0.02 | 0.09- | 0.09 | 0.35 | 0.08- | 0.31- | 0.42 | Total bacteria

0.83- | 0.21- | 0.34- | 0.52- | 70.73 | 0.60 | 70.73 | "1.88 | Ruminococcus

albus

“0.81- | 0.20- | 0.28- | 0.24 | 70.70 | 0.11 | 70.72 | 0.35 | Ruminococcus

flavefaciens

“0.76- | 0.08 | 0.25- | 0.23 | 70.65| 0.24 | 70.67 | 0.72 Fibrobacter

succinogenes

“0.82 | 0.38 | 0.29 | 0.06 | 70.71 | 0.53 0.73 | 0.76 Butyrivibrio

fibrisolvens
71.60 14.60 55.20 63.20 R?
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Aginall (S5iana

(P<0.05) dyginall (s sisa Jni * -
(P<0.01) &3 ginall (s gissa Jad ** -
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Chapter Five: Conclusions And Recommendations

Conclusions <ty 1-5

OIS (o8 GLDU Al LSl dalis 5 aacg ggi (b (goina 1) plaill il lS-]
AZAl Cdle ) Ao & Loyl LU Allaall LSl alae) cualy Eus duiall (Slaall
o Aasal) (DleY) duad (aliails GLDU Allaall LA bl 5 slael Cucaidil Lo
Al Dlaall ekl D)

el Plesl) S b dppeaall Lo Ll Jle 5 e Jeall Guin =2

SOdl I paal Gl s saly GLDU Allad)l LS oshe) saly -3
(5540 : 60 as)

Bl o Auball Pl Al Gaal) 3l il (e daes Junil -4
Lol Blaba dnias Galaaly 4y 5aly calae) 3 ((paa 40 1 60 Sy )

LU Al LiSill g 93 g 23e Ao Ligina 8ygeamn Olgandl ola) adie) =5

Recommendations <lbuagill 2-5

la¥) glgily alacl g dadall 3 Ladall CDleY) e it cawd G A dulp — ]
NSSNIPPERTER
Apgaall cba¥) elgily dach gdle s uaal) (DY e dilida gl Ay agi =2

cllgall e () gl Ailas il ¢l =3
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Summary

This study was conducted in the animal field of the College of Agriculture,
University of Basra, Karmat Ali, for the period from 25/10/2020 to 10/2/2021.
The current study aimed to know the effect of using different ratios of
concentrate to roughage on the performance of lambs and the extent to which
the microbial content changed in the rumen of Arabi lambs. The experiment
included 12 Arabi lambs, 6 male lambs and 6 female lambs. The lambs were
purchased from the local market at the age of (3-4) months, with an average
weight of 22.64 kg. The experiment included two treatments, the first
(60% concentrate: 40% roughages) and the second (40% concentrate and 60%
roughages). The lambs were randomly divided and numbered according to the
treatments, and the animals were fed individually on a diet of 3% of their body
weight. The concentrated ration contained 54% of barley, 30% bran, 10%
crushed maize, 5% soybeans and 1% vitamins and minerals, while the

roughage was alfalfa hay. The results indicated the following:

1- Significant increase (p<0.05) of male body weight during the first,
second and third month compared to females (27.32, 32.09, 36.76,
26.30, 30.42 and 34.37 kg, respectively).

2- The results showed that male lambs were significantly (p<0.05)
superior in the average daily weight gain and total weight gain (155.73
and 131.63 g/day, 14.02 and 11.85 kg, respectively) over females.

3- Male showed higher (P<0.05) average daily and total feed intake
(793.04 and 759.69 g/day, 71.37 and 68.37 kg, respectively). Whereas,
there were no significant differences due to roughage percent on the

daily and total feed intake.



4-

Significant improvement (p<0.05) in the feed conversion efficiency of
males’ vs females (5.09 and 5.77, gm feed/ gm body gain respectively).
There were no significant differences for the effect of the type of diet on
the efficiency of feed conversion.

The number of total bacteria calculated by Real Time PCR technique in
different stages of the study was significantly (P<0.05) affected by the
type of ration, as the lambs fed a ration containing 60% exceeded to
lambs fed 40% concentration in the number of total bacteria during the
second and third months (10.20, 9.60, 8.70) x 10° CFU/m, respectively.
There were no significant differences (p<0.05) for the effect of sex on
total bacterial counts.

Significant increase (p<0.05) of cellulolytic bacteria (Ruminococcus
albus, Ruminococcus flavefaciens, Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens and
Fibrobacter succinogenes) as a result of feeding 40% concentrate
throughout the study period. However, there were no significant
differences due to the effect of sex on the numbers of these bacteria.
Significant increase (p<0.05) in the concentration of cellulase and
hemicellulase, in the group of lambs fed 40% concentration and no
significant differences for the effect of sex on enzymes.

A significant increase (p<0.05) in the concentration of volatile fatty
acids for lambs fed 60% concentration (98.55 and 89.3 mmol/L,

respectively).



IV S i O S e
College ol'.\gricullun' - University of Basrah
Spoull daols - delyil dus
(p1aVI- oIra1)

The effect of microorganisms diagnosed by
Metagenomic technigue and the activity of their
enzymes on some growth characteristics of Arabi
lambs fed different percentages of roughages

A Thesis
Submitted to the Council of College of Agriculture
University of Basrah
As a Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements for the
Degree of Master of Sciences in Agriculture
(Animal production)

By
All Jassim Mohamad AL Subaihawi

B.Sc. Agriculture Sciences
Animal production

Supervisors

Hanaa Ali Jabar AL-Galbi
Assist. Prof. Dr.

2021



