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WEMEL— X7 ¥ F—¥ 2 (Subacute ruminal
acidosis : SARA) TlE, W—A Y »OpH OV — X ¥
pH) BB LZ58UTIMLTL, MEROKT, T
W, V— A RO, EREE, RS EoREr
Bl LTwa [1, 2]. SARAGFLHERINE 4-Codg
L, FRBERBRERERT IR RRTS
720, EfkE L TORBIIEENR & WITELA#ER T
H5 [3]. REMELHK (SROGFEIEIFE DIV — X
YADERN) B, V=AY pHAMETTHERE SNT
WD, EBONV—RA Y TIZED L) RELHIRE T
D550 ARTIEABNV—RX VT F=Y A
(ARA) BUSSARADRNTH %IV — 4 Y NOIABOH
FRIZDOWT, V=X YA X AR EE EHED
BlEASFE L, ARA & SARAICBIF SV — X Uik
WHERFERE/R Y — ¥ DFE NI DOV TERI DR % 5
FRATERT L.

2 ZLEEEAICEADBIL— X RRH

ARA X, DGR O KAL) & % 8 I L 72
WAV — A YT Lactobacillus X° Streptococcus
bovis 7% EDAMREAEW AL T, AMBOENV—RX TN
WCHEML, pHASUTERZIRETHY, AL,
FLEEOR, B, BV AR EOBKREREZ RS [3].

SARAIZ2WT, Gozho & [4] 1ZNV— A ¥ pH 5.2~
5.6 &£ BRI < & B SR H DL kS 5 4k
RELEZLTWAS. SARA TIZARA @ X 9 R ERIEIR
RS VDS, ZYEIE OMD O, Hg, Vv
— XTI b=V A, RS, FEEIRoZML, R
BOM TR EIRELZEDPWESRTHS [1].

V— X Y NOFFEIE, ARA TldpH6 LT TR S h
TG T, pH5 LN CAMICH KT 5. SARA TH AMIX
pH6 LT CTHIIE N 528, pHAMETFLTHH T H B
F, REECHEIA TS [5]. 2Fh, pH5~6
ORI TIXFLRREAIIH KT 545, EAESNARDOZ <
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BV —XCHEBEEINLEEZONS, 1INV —2A Y
RO FE R L R L7, ABIEVE VEER S
ARSI D AESN, ABAHEICLY) Tut
VIBICERENS. V=X Y pHA6L ETIEELE ¥
M- M-7ut YRR S 2 L X, pH5
~6 DM TIZE N V- FLIRFRRIR I X % FLEE e A A8
KL, ZHIIHIBT HAM - 7o ¥t VgD 5T
FRWASRHIE L TV AIRI EHEE S b, FEB, SARA
T 7u Yt YEBEAOHKIZK ZEEE 7ot Vg
W (AP ) OTAFIRROML T L & D ICHgEN S
[2]. W—* ¥ pH O T IXHIEMENENEE (VFA) &3
oA+ e LTOBECH L5 2 5. SARADH
fii& LCpH5.5 ZM% L72¥5A, VFA (pKa =4.9) &
V— A YHOH LHA L CIRMER 2, ZEIIC
V=R v LN ESN S, 2F D, VFAIX
pH5.5 T — XA YHOH A S, HHIEV— AV
FEPSWINENRT VIR E 20, V—2x U4}
(RN) ~BEI35. —F, AEOpKalZ3.9THDY
VFA & 0 %<, pH5.0 D84, AMOIEHEER o0&
BVFADK1/5THbH. TDZ EI3MEpH THAMERIFLE
DIV — A WNTHML, V— %Y pH % T 2% J5 il
WTWAHRZ LEZEKRLTWS [6, 7].

3 =X AN EEELE

(1) Fo7ohodI—2ETORKICES T 5HE

V=R VBBEDT VT v HIBANOHRE E Ch
RS 2N 2 2 IR L7z, Shs OMIRIEE 2
WX ) RBNEEAR RS N TWwA bk, BIZTTF—%
N— A B G L7 TR AN D D 5 L
EEINDLLOEIZHTONG. TV Ty ERGMFELTT
OFF A MY YHHWIETN b— AT BB O 9
Y, Ruminobacter amylophilus & S. bovis \Z5H VT I
7 — XM L W EE 2R3 [8]. Butyrivibrio
fibrisovens (B B IKEED RAKALY 2 FH T 505, —
WOWMIET > 7~ % 53%3 % [8]. Butyrivibrio pro-
teoclasticus \I 7> 7>, ¥, RyF¥, A X))
YERGHL, TOET ) ABHICE) T I T —EEIET
DHEEDPHERINTWS [9, 10]. Bifidobacterium
pseudolongum, thermophilum, adolescentisd 7 > 7
YRR E LTV — A oS hTn s [11]. K2
WX T & v Ay, Eubacterium ruminantium,
Selenomonas ruminantium,  Fibrobacter succino-
genes D —EROWRD T v 7 v &4+ 5 [11, 12].
Cellulosilyticum ruminicola H11ZX 7 7558 7z
VO —AGMRETH Y [13], TO&T ) ADREH S
nTws [14]. C. ruminicola H1 X7V 7 &5 L
BVDADODT I 7 —BEEFVBRAOPoTHDH T &P
5 [14], BBFUOETIZ X > CTF v 7 v stk
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2 FTUT U HIRAE B AR & B S
W TR N2 R T 7 — 7 X — 22 AU
DM E S N DRl

BT HWRMEED Y, 735 —VYlETORBERMEO
FERN A MR ST B . Desulfotomaculum ruminis
(IH% Desulfovibrio orientis) \IFEEERILH & LTk Y
TON—=AThLGEEIN, T, AR, vy
B, FMEAATELD, ZVIa—207 v 7 VI3FIH
L7 [15]. & ITHIZB ISR Z KK FF—L
L<mga#il, mfbk#E (HS) LBERZELET S
AR & F5D. Desulfotomaculum \ZFLEE DA B K
F, HERMEVIEE (VFA), FERILEY %2 BT H54
ELCHHTAZ LD TELMEERTHTHY [16],
AKEBIZZ TNV I—ADLE LV YBICELARIERE L
TEmbden-Meyerhof-Parnas #%# & Entner-Doudo-
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roff BEEOM FBHFIEL T b [17]. R ZH> 2
&5 5 Desulfotomaculum iAKW ZEFIH XL T &
P SN TH S5, HEETH TR EZFHTE %
M@ExEhcd s [17]. D. ruminis D& ) LEH
(2011410 HIZDNA 7 — & N— R ZESk) 205 Hon
5727 3T —ERIEFIZOWTOMFEAMERE 2 M L 72
& 25, {od Desulfotomaculum EDOMBEDOT I 77—+
(AmyD) EEWHEEZRL, 20737 —E¥DIEL
Desulfotomaculum J&DFMBENAFAET 5 2 LA L 72
(RFEEF—%). LdL, Desulfotomaculum @D
BFEr 7y EMALEZWZ E L AmyD ZMEoHME O 4-
a—glucanotransferase & b EWHFEESRO LN L 2
EDS, AmyD 137 3 5 —BLUSOBERE % o Rkl
H5b.

(2) J)a—-Zp5EEF TORRICES T 2#E

T T L RR T DD AL DRI L Y L7z
TN a— 2134 OMB TIRIFHRICL Y ¥ e JRRIC
BEINL, ENVEVERALIIBOICVFANEA SN
B0, —HDOENE VBRAHEE WA ) FEHE~NA S
(1) [18]. ¥ VEh & IO I L ALK R
#% (lactate dehydrogenase : LDH) 12X V) #4794 5.

S. bovis I LDHIZ X 2 ALk 2 pEET M &, Y
EUMaUY LY v - X% (Pyruvate For-
mate Lyase : PFL) I2& ) ¥ & 7 F )V CoAlM#H
L, E5I7tFVCoADSRERRE LY /) — V& REE
THREEAL, TNOHOREITE > T AN F S
T 5. L7z o7T, S. bovis DIEEEEW (X FLEE, FEMER,
X, =5/ —-NVThb. CNLORBEDOIZ
LDH itk & PFLIGMEICK & SIRAFE L, FEEAE (o
RXT T V) B SN T BB A I3 IR E
AT 5 [18]. X512, S. bovis DANLN pH I,
HHREBE O pH 257.0 205 4.5 1K F L 728545, 5.5 fHE
FTIKTL, LDHZA L2l ieEanye 2. 2h
X LDH ®% i pH #35.5 T ), PFL O % pH A37.0
ThHhrIen—HTHhHsLHEESNTNS [18]. Th
X, V—AYpHDETIZED S, bovis TIEEIVEL D
M2 AT 2 UHRHm S, S5k E<D
AMPBHSIND L EZEFRL WA, B, V—RX >
TYR=Y A0y IhLaEEh, RN - AL
TRASS. bovis \ZHEP. L T 5l A3 16S rDNA fE# T
Pediococcus acidilactici T 5 Z WL NI ENT:
ZEMS [19], REAFNVN—=RA VT Y F=Y RO
JERE LT RIIonT, SHROMEEDEENFEN
HhEIATHA.

Selenomonas ruminantium \IIRIEER % L35 U728
BIUHRERBD22 ~51 %& DL LBHDN— XV
NOBHFEEDO—DOTH A [12]. ARHIZIVa—2,
TNT F—=RA, IV b= RAEOKBEEIEEE AT 5

—505—

B, TUT U EOLHERE R TEZHKRIZR SN T
Wb DT, MOLHESFROSHEDZFH L5 L
Abhn (M2) [18]. ARWMIIAMEE 7Y Lu— s
FIH T & B il lactilytica & 2N S R TE 7\ Wik
ruminantium \ZXH) S, Wifdlactilytica lx 7V I —
AMOEERR D Ot kR AR B L2565
3.6 0.2 0.1DFENT, WlEruminantium L7 v
T—ANSFMR HER - SO Yd IR CBSR C FLR 2
NZEEEBELZ01:1.3:1.3:02:43:020%F
WHTHEK TS [12]. $hbH, S ruminantium T
FLR % AR & LTI T 52 0338 b ICHAE
ruminantium T 5 (M2). Wil lactilytica i 7 V3
—A%jRFIE LCRFET 5 L, BRI A
L, ZVa— A% L7 I &R L 227U ) O FEE
L7uk VBEEET LI LD, RRICTERA K
ML CoAROEHR IV R %5 [18].

(3) SARA L B3 EELR

il & B, ARA Tid Lactobacillus X S. bovis 7
EORABREARHIIMT 558 [5], SARAIZBWVWTH
o DOMEBHLIREEIIRESHFLGELTWDEDESL )
». Mackie & [20] 13RI 2 1R 4 1TEAL S & 7R
ALY VL2 TSARARFERSELTH, TrT Y
SRR EABAHARSYEZ, TS U aMEE LT
Bacteroides, Selenomonas, Streptococcus, Butyriv-
ibrio, Lactobacillus, Eubacterium % F:3212 X ) b
SN2 ME L TvD. Tajima & [21] HETR Ik
CiHHRX) 2 & IR IR AR AR O SRS Y) ) B 2 7236,
Prevotella ruminicola, Prevotella bryantii, S. bovis,
Anaerovibrio lipolytica, Selenomonas ruminantium-
Mitsuokella multiacida, Succinivibrio dextrinosol-
vens 733 H B IZHIMNT %25, 28 HHIZIZZ NS OME
OFEIE3HE LD WA LT, Prevotella bryantii 5%
10 R5A2EE, S. ruminantium-M. multiacida 732 f5HERE
W2 vz Ui, HEXOME TP L idEd LT
Wizt L Twah. FLEREARICOW T, Lacto-
bacillus 7316S 1) A — A RNA #{x T (16S rDNA) f#
FrT3 HHICHIB S5, wIX k028 HH Ok
PHIIHRH SN o/ Lb RT3 [22]. MR E
2 & IR SR AR D SR NB RS IS 2 72 121
S. ruminantium, P. bryantii, M. elsdenii (3853 %
5, S bovis IEAL L LW EARENT WS [23].
NSO LD, RIEFBZENZHEITY ) BHrbo 7
Y& I ARA THIZ SN 5 S. bovis X Lactobacillus &
B3 2205, BRrRRoY ) HR Tl oMK
DOEFHIZFE CTlI R EHEE SN L. 51T, BWER
DFFCHE S N/ZSARA # )V — % ¥ pH, V— A YN
LPSHEEE, MiENT b 7a7 ) VR L > CEE L
FEED SARA I TR/ L 25, EEDSARA Tl
HERZEE 65 503~510 (2012)
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S. bovis S, WALEE D SARA Tld Megasphaera elsdenii
R S. ruminantium BEBWHETH > 72 iEF ST
% [24]. ZoZ i, WUSIHEZHRG LEETHM
RIZE D V=XV BERED Y — D IZRR Y, HRED
SARA & 7% B TIES. bovis DSHINES, M. elsdenii
R S. ruminantinm HMEHE B HAINDTRNT L 2R L
TWwh. T, REFBSHICERE IS 5 S, bovis
13 ARA DIRFE~NE S FCEELREEHZ R L D E
ZZHNTwWb [5].

Dbz ehs, FRRELEROMIE LV — X Y NEE
13 SARA OJEIR & BRI H 5 LS s D, AT, 3
BEFHT 25 M. elsdenii RIMEAR THH L L HIC
HABMAHRETLH 5 S. ruminantium H SARA & B# L
TWAEERLNLZENDL, V—RXA VYHNTOIMBIEEIC
DWTRIETHHNT 5.

4 J—XACATHIBREE

(1) IBBFAREICK 2IEHE

V=X YNTREAESNAMEIAMmLIE L LA
THME (FLERAHE) 12X ) VFAIEREsNE (K
1, 3). oMM ETHICL VIHEIND (15,
25].

M. elsdenii \ 3. 7+~ — ¥ (lactate racemase)
ZEOZEND, Do, L-ABOWHIH» 59 HEEE, 7
Tt g, BEER, n-EHEMR, n- A 70 CRREEAT
HIENTEDL (X3) [18]. M. elsdenii \FLEEN ST
YNV CoA%RTTRE A Y MR AT 2% (K1)
ZROMETH S [26]. KRIEINV—x Y NOFELRFL
BFHKTHY, V=AY NTHEELZAIBED 60 ~
0% BT AHLIESN TS [27]. 61
SARA Z 13 % 720 ICKR & )V — X V2853 5 HF%
LIEENTnD [28].

S. ruminantium ssp. lactilytica d M. elsdenii & [F)
Bl D-, L-ABom 2 FHTE 2ABRAHR TS %
A, RROWLEAIIIIBH S EIVE VEEAER SN
%, BEEE 7ot VEESAER SIS (K1) [18].
S. ruminantium \ZiRE G2 G OB A IR E O 22
~51%b 552 ENHY [12], SARATHIMT %
ZEMNREREIN TS [20]. LAL, ZTo#md
S. ruminantium ssp. ruminantium (FLERHEL) 12X
5H00, S. ruminantium ssp. lactilytica (FLERIHE)
2E2500, HDVIEWHEMIZL 2 OPEARHTH
b. i, kvua— A5 E Td 5 Fibrobacter suc-
cinognes L ¥ I DNV — A VS5 EEE NS, rumi-
nantium DHRBLRICDH 0, MR E 7o E VR
PEEFIGEST L2 WS R Y [29], S. ruminan-
tium 3V — X YN KW H (B 5 ARTF IR
KAL) AL BE-LTWwaBEEZBNS. Veillonella
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Megasphaera elsdenii
Selenomonas ruminantium ssp. lactilytica
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VFA
X3 FLERZHE: 5 & AU & B 5 Ml

parvula & Anaerovibrio lipolytica b FLEEFIHIME TH
LIENMONTVEA, Thbix ko2 HiE (M.
elsdenii, S. ruminantium) & & b 2 Selenomon-
adales HIZIB L, SNOOIABAABORTF 7%
VIBIRTF R H UAEERAR) T I v e [30].

Mannheimia succiniciproducens 7 > Vv — X 2
Lo sh-ABAAETHY [31, 32], a @
BEME © ¥WEZ2 01 0 1OFNHTEAT S [31]. KK
137~ ViR ICHE#E (fumalate reductase : FRD) 12 &
STIRIVEIS AN BEEAT SHH (K1), FRD
DBABT frdA % v — X Y NEYH S PCREETHMR L T
SOM fE#T [33] %4T-o72L 25, KW DfrdA kg X
N2 BEETHH OEREP o722 00 (RERT—
Z), REIINV—X YN TOIN 7 BEAEIIKE S Ek
LTwbEAbNd. h, REIZTENINY BREL
NOIEHBH 5TV [34].

(2) HBRETHICL IBEHEE

R SERHZ I A 2 ) O R OTRERN LI A A+ ~ H3E
Ih, Bl (S) #HELTLV— A YEEmCHAsSh D
[18]. —J7, N— X ¥ NOhiME T (SRR & B bk 3
(H,S) ICEITTAHIETIANLF—2ETVEY, 2D
BKRF G AR E BT HG/A L LTHAHT % [35].
e 198 3% 70 TN 28 1 A2 2 i Ak K 3243 0K I Bz B 3 A e
(cerebrocortical necrosis : CCN) 313K P& kAL IE
(polioencephalomalacia : PEM) (LLF, SIHSCHECTO
FEL TR L OBFEEIEHRINTHhE 200, Gt
BRETHON — X Y ATOHEIEETHLEALN
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5.

V— A ¥ 5iE Desulfovibrio & Desulfotomaculum
ruminis DR ICH & L THREEh TS [35, 36].
Desulfovibrio D)V — X Y NBEIZE (74 —Fav )
TEMBEEICT 2R T0.75%TH D [37]. Kk
TR, ey Yo —2rT10°~10'cells/ml T
HY, AY ERE L IZIZFEBE? S RREVEETH
5 [38]. A% UHEBKIERX Y VRO 20T KE R
D ATDS, KFITHT L BAMEITREEETCIE LD D E<
[15], BEEERICHIIKEDOBEE TIE A & VAR I I
Thw, Lo, A% VAR L2 ILEEz FH
T&ED2D, V=X YWEEE XY ARE & RS
HEFFCE TV B LR ENS.

CCNXIZPEMIZF7 3~ (K% 3IUB) RZIi
K45, I3H4 OFRIC X 5 K E O ZE LIk
W3 5 MRoER T ZTHETH S [39]. V— 2 VIR
DOV OPDORMEIIF T IVERRT LI ENTELN
[40], 73 F—3 ZADBIIV— X AW REDEAL L
FT7IVOEEEOET IIF 7 3 Vi REEsE (F7 3
F—8) ko LA, EZomFIcEoTF7 I Vi
EPMETL, 773V REEDRI D EADBND [40,
41). F7 I VvRZUANO CCNOFIK E LTI, gz
TCRDSEAET B HAbKHE, shhsd 5 VI B EL D
FohTwa [39]. BibAKFEIZI har P THOF
FruasatF Ty —EoREICL ) IFRSEOBE 2T
S5 LX) REH 2R b, BEREREA
WD EWARE R VD IEOMMRIC R E L 5 2 5 [42]. fil
B OBK D S EC L AN TREASERLE NS &V — X
YINTTHALREZEDSBRN AR S, V— X ¥ EFO T A
JBIZHALAREI B L, TRSERANRIN S, Zofk
HELTCCNDIIET S &g ShT\wa [39, 43].
HAR, KEE SR ohEss A RRIEY 4720 0.4 %
WCEEE SN T WD (HAMEHERE, NRC). REfH
RO FRHITRBIE 2RI L TV — X Y NOZEAL & 7
L2 A, WMEETHOBIEIIZED S o720, gl
— A VR OREERAK FAEBOETE L S SR 5% 10 ~
12 AMICE L 20, PEM OJEAH 7R E —3 L <
Wt ondh s [44]. T, v— A Y NERILE
JEIZ PEM % 3HE L 72 CIdE < 2525, P57 3
VIR AR EO#MEDLH D [45]. FT I UK
212X 5 PEM (Thiaminase-induced PEM) & Hi#iiC
X %2 PEM (S-induced PEM) & ®BEiPk 3w & HEE
ENTVDA [46], SHFEL LTARTWLLEND 5.
WL 5 PEM OBiE, BZL L fRRCHAKDER
GEIEFR TR, Ml EmomuiE - ok 2k
= A YNBREDRERRICIC 0 R & (FLERRE O -
AR A A+ >~ OGS &%), WEEEICIH OEER
TEIEEDRELLCEE Y, V— X YN FEOER A
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HUHES TS 2 LHERR S NG,

ARl L7z & 9 WChibARFISMIEo I b3 v B 7R
ZEEST 0T, WALKFRICRE SN B2
L) BERA=T %2 Fh. WEKELEISHS L2HEC
A L7ohdBEs GECHEN12%, V=X YT ¥ F—
VAR E TV IEAH) T, PENOR WD LT
LAKRFE DR EITRE SN, SHEHRGS#3~10H
DORIZEDFTE L, JTEFDI— A VEEZ IV — X v FER
DA ARG B85 & T o—FBICFIE & s, il
Baiid ) o M & RIEASBIgE S 7z [47]. F72, RIUIM
HAF L7 b AT O BRI BISE 24 5 7z L 3k
HENTWDS [47].

(3) 7OMVTICLBIBEE

V=X ERTAEE Ov—x>7a by7) 37
TRV O—-REERGRTL. TS UREREEL
Wit, VA 7ua bV ToRYEE EOLMTER
(Ciliate) OISEERAHED X B D ICHERE, B&EE, 1L
RETHY, PEOFHRE 70T VBRI ELESINS
[48].

HHS [49] (Ein vitro FZERIZBWT, eV I DI —
A VWD STELL 7200 — X VI 550 & T RSN
IO ERT B DI LT, b— X IR & v —
Ay 7a N T WIS B B TSR L
HBWIENS, V—Ar7a b TAAEEMNETA S
ERIICODTHLNI L, V=X Y INTHERD S
ENBVFADRKIZ0%IEN— X > 70 b7 OFEEER
WCEDAELLEHEINTYS [50]. Nagaraja b
(51] BMETBRAFELET BNV —A Y (CP-V—R V) &
WMEHAREDI — AV LRI L, BYI RO %
52728 &IZCP-v— A YO JiHKIE % pH O T 23]
BEINTY, POFOLEHIERHTHY, Bl 7o
F VEEH (AP ) 25K EWEZRTEME LTV 5.

5 5 b ¥

2

N— A VOB ER, BERESILBONEE =
V=X VEERL DI EDAFI ZBR- L ZIZALN
LHHTHY, R LTLV— XY pHOET 2P X
MDD VTSN BEN) OV—X TV =Y A
ERIT. V=X pHOKTIRE -HEOFENE %Y,
MERPTY FNFRY U REDV— X VHEBENRAZES
2L, FIREZEDOL—X V7Y F—3 AZHHE L7295
WEGIERITEINSE, V=AY T Y F—Y AD5E
¥R, JRRE, BWIIZoWTidEnemark 5 [52] 2% L
KREHLTWEDT, ZHHEBEIZLTWEET
Wy,

EEEEHI L — X VN TOAMER RS TS &
BFICVFAJEER D BN S &, K$ ) REOL % HE
FLTwa., ABAEROBKIZIE L TR, S EAT

HEr&3E 65 503~510 (2012)
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5 VFA KL, WESHSZHOGEITIIRVFAIZ S
D HIMEH SMELE L2 VFADEEI1Z8% CHLEIRZH
OYENE2.5%) [ChbEoWELHY [53], EEH
BTNV =AY NICHABREIFE S E5 2 &% { VFARE
ENE2bEL I ENEETHL. OIS, S VFA
PFEAENDFTNAE D & ARA L1F SARA VRIS 5 &%
Z b b, SARA RHELRBIKEREZ REZVWEAELH
BH, FD LX) BRMERICBWTH T TICILEDSERE )y
HL, BEEPEDLTVLEARLREESS.

A TRFHL LB Do 72D, V=R VEENSDFL
RIS SARA DRELZE 2 5 L TULETH L. 7
W— A Y FRIZERTHMEHZIEIV— X Y HDIV— R ¥
ME R ZOMBERR R LIPS RDEED
12 [64], v— Xy FEOMRE D FR OB X &
ILT5ZENbhroTETWDS [55]. 5%, V—Av
FREOMEESERICED LD 2 REEZHSTHWED
», T ORI AR 5.

W— A VTR TE 2 3 DIdv— X V&0
1~2HBELRBLONTBY, REROMEICON
TRZOWRZHEET S Z L IIWEETH 5. TE, 5T
RN TEIC X BV — X VHIE O S ET L TH
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