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BEICHISR 3 2R E & LT RAE (bloat)
&7 ¥ K=Y X (acidosis) #HLY FIF, 2h
5 DIFERETE, PRI B X CTHRB IOV TR 5,

SIRAEE 7 Y F— v 23l 0B RN (%
WEiR) B bDTHIET2HEDH LN, T
V=YV ARZALNAKpH R 7T MV T D
ik, BRIETLTALNLEDIFTIER L, K
pH I BRFERE D LIS Tld v [5]. L7z
Mo TMHIIFT T TERZLLENRD D, b
12201944 A BIE TR 2§ % &\ “rumen
AND bloat” T 107 ##. “rumen AND acidosis”
T 648 #ii O F Al awm LS TNENFIR SN Do
WD B 5 SO IE 1950 E AR 1T B, —
7.7 rumen AND SARA” (SARA, sub-acute
acidosis : HEHET7 ¥ F—Y A) THRET S L.
M43#H e vy MLy Wi B 17 FRE &
5. 20F D WIZE S L LTHIRED 73 F—
TAD 60 FEL RIChz) b T b IET
HH., & IEEIF SARA SEH ERTW S
NN oY/ AV
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BEHRIE LIS, REBM OB~ A RO O By
AL 722 F8 42§ B pasture bloat & B
R ZHErRERETIRBELICRET S
feedlot bloat 2°% % A%, #%H& X DLAEDORE -
DOFIRD 3EEL 2 HED b, V— X ¥ TIEHKE
EHDOHA (B ILKFEE XY ) Hv—
A UIRBEDORMED & LToL b5hd (Tt
W 45-70%. A ¥ v 25:30%). )V — A ¥ T
L7z ARFEE L THWR T S S (10-
50L/ IE) 7z, AT & D JE R T & WAL S A
Pl PHIbE B 72 bFEHAEINV—R I
BREL, WELV— X V3D A L 5T
ez b EHBT 5, B SERE, WK C
JERITEM R S OPLHELR LD E TEIEITH
2%,
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Y V7 RO T A ADE Uik S N7z
I S N5 72 DL R TH 2 12 < < Ak
HVRATH SN T ARG OERIZ B Z 5
e\, E72VIRD 72DV — X Y NEY OBERE
AL, LWV —X Y EBET 5, 20
LD ITTEIRIE I3V — A ¥ R I8 e Tk
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R R BEL (KZE. KUk, 7V 77V
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DL, RIEEFRT LI EIEETH S, 5
FEDE L, {aikzZE(bd 5 (HEIZHER
B <) HEWE TH Y. pasture bloat Tl
BEFROWHEEEAE, BE, ¥ r=vBLY
PRIV ENPEGTELHEEZLNR TS —
Fiv 74— Fay FERETIZ, Vv—xX YN
WD REHR EE 2SI B SR D 2 FEFA DU B & AH B
THILEND, TNINBEREEBETH L L%
Z BN TWwW5b, & L\ Streptococcus bovis 7% Z
I\ o AL HEE R B O T, FE R
EEZLNTWS [4], KRWIFERRIZ RS
FEREICV— XA YN TR R EZ BT 5. — .
SRR & B, IR RO RLEE ASH A
WiZE, FoMERO RSN EEIRED
FAERITE, TWEL R )RTV, B
KE LTk, v— 2 v ERSS IR iR o
FITRRT 50— X Vs, SRS MR
GWOMH R ENEZSNTEY, HEETOH
LD N IHVEDAIEFIED L LR ERTH
LR LR I N T 5,

Pl X HICERE. & IChhETHELE
% - T\ 5 feedlot bloat &, IS &
ZIUTHHIE T BV — X A A o )5 B AR
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Fbi - BRI EE 2D 72720, A—Df
BEHEMTORIET Ak L L WEs A
NDDT, KEOBIRM 7 FHEAFAE IR
LTwaZldEfMshTnsd [5].
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Vo MEEY v AL — X VNI L. U
EHEE=5) V7T 5T LT, BIREDSK
LR RAIREE 2o TS [18], Ll
Lo, ERIBHEZZ 5 EEO D IZE,

—J5. SRR 72 & DG &0 ) TR
IVHENERS>TVE, TNETITNV—RAY
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PHLNTWED, BEX VIRV )<
vEwvosiz At )Tk THAEWRESERCART
HHrZTLiTHL oI T [6 211,
LA L EU TZN O EERER & LToHiAY
BAEE s, R h S OfHIZEITS
2% % — )i B OHEEPEFEI 2o T b,
ZORTHEHRICHEHLRBDOND S DD5, ]
PRI CH %o L IZTTY) YBRIZIV—RX VT
DIAAT L DGR TR R D D 5 & OHit A3
HbH (F1) [23]c RIETIE. A7 VKRB R
THEHEHENH Y 2 —F v Y (4nacardium
occidentale 1..) Dk [22] 12BWT, 77
YL FIRED IV — X O WS E R A )
HEINTwD (%£2) (10l #¥a—F v vk
WG L7cBMED TR - G OBA A5
TIZENTHIES N, TSN TB Y, SRE
DFR DA S HiE =R BT ¥ F— 2 R 45)
PEINTVwE, 97 VB AV 2—F v
VE. WIS BRIEDO A ) KR & 2
N5 S. bovis DAEBIHR R Z A L. KK OHE
R R DR T 5o h Y 2 —
T v VB OVER OARRE ARG N5 TV
FNT /) —=NTHDTF AN FEEO RGN
fERTH D AR 2 P D % RAE L
TW5([14]6 S bovis 12 200ppm D H ¥ 2 —F v
Y BRAFAE N CIRAI R S L, BEaEA R
EhB L EHEBIZTHLONTHS (K1)
[13] v/ ¥ bfitidhize ) 54—
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IR S O . FFICHRRESY (7
VEEFAR) L OPEHT, V— X VORI
x5 [9]e DEDXHIZ, WL oh s
RANREDOD % FMDHOD->TEY, B TO
BB OBGE & E R AZBD NG,

(72 F=2 ZOREEF]

V=AU T ¥ F—=Y A2i3AM (acute rumen
acidosis, ARA) & Hi &M (SARA) »°dH %,
3G STk D KAL) % 4w L 7235 A
(2 — X Y NT Lactobacillus = S. bovis 732 £ D
FURAE R AR ACHEAH L, FLERASIV — X VN
WCERMTAHIELTpH 235 DTICRsbEEd
2. BRES, ALEBOR, MEEA, RV AREZR &
DIFHRIEIRZ 7R T DA ARA TH 5, SARA I
BOWTRABOER IO T 2400 b HEEE MR
RIS E 0. pHIK T 24 <. EELEH
WIERIE R Vb OO, fIRHERE O, Hi%E
% XTI b= A FES. TR, AR
DIKT e EHHEL L7290, BEREEBFEOK
TIERELSEDSTL b, EBEOBY TR
ARA X1 b SARA O#EEDE < EMIZH7:
% ENL VT, FHICHFICB W TRHELL
TV 5 WA B X R oWAFITB VT,
K4 19%B LU26%%H SARA ICHREL., ZD
HHEHERIIRES—H 4720 L12R Fv &4
EINTW5[3]e FEMICET % MR 0%,
& ZWFALE — 7 2T T ORISR 5-H8

K1 7)) VEERGPIEF OV — X VO PRI ST 22 (Yabuuchi et al., 2007)

I ) VG L~V (g/d/head)

B ki
Y BLHERR 0 o = P
K (cP) 4.71 3.29 3.17 0.09
Ivr (%) 271 26.1 25.7 0.72
sIVI™ (%) 235 17.1 15.0 0.0001

* Ingesta volume increase (JAKIEHEE)
** Stable ingesta volume increase (JUIKZERE)

#£2 Hva—F vV (CNSL) #5530 AFN — A Vi OY BRI RT3 5%

(Kang etal, 2018)

Wy PR a5 fi CNSL # * 75 CNSL i = a5k P
Week 1  Week 2 Week 1  Week 2 Week 1  Week 2

i EE (cP) 45 36 2.8 24 2.8 2.8 3.6 0.045

IVI (%) 7.7 6.7 35 1.7 1.8 6.2 6.8 0.006

sIVI (%) 6.3 5.8 2.8 1.3 1.2 45 5 0.004

* 2g/ 100kg fH * 4g/100kg R HE
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Megasphaera elsdenii

Selenomonas ruminantium

1. Y a—Fy ViR ZR (200ug/ml) O — * »HHEOAEZAL

FLBRARH (S bovis) (ZIZMINELFEICE LWIEEAE CAEFHEDS B Z 55 JLBAVHE (M. elsedenii 3 X O S.
ruminantium) (ZIZZALA e {@E B D BGE 5
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W2V — X A YA O 8IS 2SS A o 7285
HBIRIET D %0, BEFEFICBVWTH
SARA 13%84E L. Wi O RIE (181%) & o
3D HbH, EBEERBEO O E D (S bovis)
I CEBET S,

SARA ®3EFlE [pHS6 LT 2s—H B 720 3
W] & 7213 pH5.8 LLF 2356 REf LA ] & 72 o
TWb, 2OLH RV —A > pH DX, T
A B AGE DFETENE KAL) O B 7 JE 1% % [l
TEOOREYE R BWAEY (TatVT)
RV V=AY THUZAREEET M (3
B b ok LT Megasphaera elsedenii 3 £ O
Selenomonas ruminantium H3H1 5% ) OIEVEHE
FrERE<SHEV DT 5, LRROBHEULTO
RIS RS B L. TN OMAEW»EREZT
L F7203ER L IRE S EEWAH OMERRIN
WD, TV F—VADPRIET S, TNITE
DRV L2y — % ¥ ERz A SRR
IYRMRI Y GERL-R2 R 2MRA
L. FFIBE R Wi 4t 7 L O BRSO 2235
(161, BifEkDMMK & LT, V— 2 Y EYH
D—FENC LB EFF VEROARE L EZ S
N5, WHFITBIT 5 SARA OFEHEIX. R
R EOMIT, BHHOKT, k%
BB E DB & v o 7R E IR K & A T a8,
THRGHREDO 2O OHRA % Z 5 M2 % v
(LB DI EDTD), TD720, KWk
HeflH C & B LAaD DK B 7% fR A R u
OB (#iR) 2 FE7znTwb, ARA B LW
SARA OFLBAEE B L HAMHEDO v —x
AR, FEM AR 2 Sl o T, =K
O [15] 1ZFE L v, SARA & 25t L
T2 OfoREL [7] bBEIZENTZv,

(72 K=o ZDOFB5 - 8]

EHR O pHIE TIZo%Anb 0wk 9, BIfF
— X VBB R MEFET 5 720121F, IR
SEVERR R 0 A B B & AR R R O #IE L% X 5
DENRH D, LA LT AN F—FROEVILIL
WA N OB BE RS % X 5 IEE KL, 3%
MEROFBBRII LS EB 2/ 20, 22T
BIEMIITRR & 72 2HEE DN — X ViAo
B IZ BN E BB, RENLRDOIHE
WEOTRMBE TH o720 R Z—FIVHRAF
I 7 A THEWETHLELA Y YR TIR Y
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FIZEKE Td 5 Lactobacillus & S. bovis B Jj
DEBEXHET L0, TV =Y AP -
IO THEMES 25 [17]. 727201, fid
D38 ) HuHEH O Mk ks 5-F LSRRI EE 2 &
RESINTBY, R OB
HT&H 5., REPLACE X RUMENUP & w5 72
EU 70y =2 MIZoimnicd by, 500 FLL
LotEts X E oY o — & APl
B X OFEFE 69 2 AR RE ASRFM S 7z BL
7Y F—=3Y AR D B AP O T,
TINBFFRWL D pH %2 MR FLER A W i 7 & G
L72& T A, Lactuca sativa (lettuce) & Ultica
dioica (stinging nettle) 2MENTW5SH Z LR
WEENTz, 7272 LINHN=T DI — X Ui
WS B ENETEIATH %o
EWEHE L TT Y F=Y RAICHRIEENS
DHEERE (Saccaromyces cerevisiae) T, v — A
v pH % b s L OCFLA A ® oG b2 &
BEOERET & LTRIbNS [7T] 2% Th
SITMA T, FERHC X BRI ELELC
V=R ¥ ORSPEDN b L7z 2 & SR &
WEBEHG2TwbEEEZONE, V—A
KDOFERFIH W (Selenomonas X° Megasphaera)
OG-S HABRNIZIEH 2D 0D, I ZRE)R
LR T & 2w gEtEsid 5 [20]. £ Ol
OFMERFEME LT, BIRIEDOH TR /2
By a—Fy VBl eBEME LTHhITTEEL
Vo AFEMITER Y Y v EHPOBR ARZ b
FAEA L. V=AY OENIMAERRE (S
bovis) \Zxf LAEBMESY LITT—H. FLBF
H®# (M. elsedenii % S. ruminantium) -~® f%E
ERE 2w (K1) [19] 72, 7Y F—=T X
WX A2 PRIRICH 2 AT H 5
2L, BMESREETON Y 2 —F v VR
GBI R\, [ ST oG5B TRIhE
ZIGET A UEDV D B,

[EbYIC]

BEREE 7Y F=Y 23w Fh b ARk T
R CIE R WBRI O X 0 IRA T 2 AR
ETH Db EIT FTEEHBRETH LIV —
A Y DFELT BN — A AR OBEN G E
0. BHESEEEY OBAR, PEHHERSEEE
Ty FIEZ Do ARFRR I3 2 B & itk
1950 Lo TP - BBICH 2o TIE.
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FREDE— AT v 7T 5WAEWH OFEFEL % b
KT HIEEDHETH Do MR AT
TIEH Y. REEREBS 2T AN T W
gL LT, RELRVINEN & & LR o B
HHBHBERETIRERIRTH S, —H. K&
DBIRFFME &V — X VA WA o B 25 Ha 4l &
NIRD 724, ERFKOFTILHERE & LT, b— X
YIHELOAE T I WREMAO®E % &b %
Zbhb,

(5]

ARESZERIW L 2L o—#E, IR ES
Th P EgeE - i (B) 18H02322 (2018-
2021). [H 23380156 (2011-2013). [l 20380146
(2008-2010) FEIKAE - 7z % BRMOKEBUR %
HeHE 4 2 FEHBABAFEF S (2008-2010) D K
BICLEH0T, ZZICHEHLET.
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[Abstract]

The rumen is a huge microbial residence of ruminant animals in which active fermentation occurs via
symbiotic microbial activity. These microbes convert hardly digestible plant materials into beneficial fermentation
products such as volatile fatty acids as energy source for host animals. Although the microbiota is a fairly stable
ecosystem, recent feeding system using a high grain diet focusing on higher animal productivity often causes
abnormal rumen fermentation leading to metabolic disorders known as bloat and acidosis. These disorders do not
directly cause animal death, but reduce appetite and hamper normal growth and production for a long period of
time, which could be a significant risk factor in farm economy. Although the mechanisms involved in bloat and
acidosis have not been fully clarified, increase and/or decrease in abundance for specific group of rumen microbe
are often observed. Therefore, regulation of these microbes to stably maintain rumen ecosystem is a key for the
prevention and cure of the above rumen disorders. This mini-review describes cause, occurrence, prevention and
cure of bloat and acidosis in cattle.

Keywords: acidosis, bloat, fermentation, microbiota, rumen



