FrEHETUKA MMKPOOPTAHM3MOB BaBrnoBcKuUi xypHan reHeTUKK n cenekuymm. 2020;24(2):168-175

OpurnHanbHoe nccnegosaHue / Original article DOI 10.18699/VJ20.610

Vi3aMeHeHVe KUIIIeUHOTr'o MI/IKpO6I/IOMa IMalMeHTOB C I3BE€HHBIM
KOJINTOM ITOCJ/I€ TPAHCIITIAHTalI N KUIIIEeYHO MI/IKpOGI/IOTbI

A.IO. TMKyHOBl, B.B. MOpOSOBl, A.H. ll[Baros?, A.B. BapAameBal, E.B. H.[pa]?u—[epl, 0.A. Makcumosa3, 11.0. Boaommnna3,

B.B. MoposoBal, B.B. Baacos!, H.B. TMKyHOBal@

1 WHCTUTYT XMnyeckoi 6uonorum n yHaameHTanbHonm meamnumHbl Cbupckoro otaeneHms Poccuiickoi akagemmnmn Hayk, HoBocnbumpck, Poccus

2 [ocynapcTBeHHbIN HayUHbIV LLEHTP BUpYyconorum 1 rotexHonorun «Bektop» PocnotpebHaasopa Poccuiickoin Oepepaunu, p.n. KonbLoso,
HoBocnbupckas obnactb, Poccus

3 000 «LleHTp NepcoHanM3NpPoBaHHOM MeaNLMHBI», HoBocnGmpck, Poccus

® e-mail: tikunova@niboch.nsc.ru

AHHOTaLua. MMKpobMOoTa KULWEYHMKa YeIoBEKA — 3TO AVHaMMYecKaa CUCTeMa, HaXOAALWAACA Nojg BO3LENCTBMEM
opraHv3ma xo3avHa 1 BHewwHUX $pakTopoB. Bo3HMKatowye HapyLeHNa KALLeYHOW MUKPOBUOTbI MOTyT NPUBECTU K
NaToNOrMYeCKUM COCTOAHMAM, BK/IOUas BOCMANMTENbHbIE U OHKONOTMYeCcKne 3ab0neBaHnA XenygoUHO-KMLLEeYHO-
ro Tpakta. OAHMM 13 BO3MOXHbIX CMOCOOOB BO3AENCTBUA HA MUKPOOUOTY KULIEYHMKa ABNAETCA GeKoTpaHCmnnaH-
Tauus (OT) — BBefeHMNE KULWEYHON MUKPOOUOTbI OT 340POBOro JOHOPA B KMLLEYHbIV TPaKT NauueHTa. B HacToswee
BpemMA B pafe CTpaH 3TOT MeTOA MCMOoSb3yeTcA ANA HOpManu3auuy MMKPOOGUOTbI KMLLEYHUKA, B OCHOBHOM Mpu
XPOHMYECKMX BOCMANUTENbHbIX 3a60neBaHNAX KuweyHrKa. B Poccun (HoBocnbupcK) yxKe HECKONbKO NET BeayTCA
nunoTHble nccnepoBaHuna spdekTreHocT OT npun A3BeHHOM KonuTe. Llenb faHHON paboTbl — OLEHUTb U3MEHeHNe
MUKpOGMOMa KuweyHuKa 20 NauyeHTOB C A3BEHHbIM KOUTOM Mocsie ofHOKpaTHOro nposefeHns OT. OCHOBHOM
METOA — CPaBHUTENbHbIN aHanu3 6ubnnoTek nocnenosBatenbHocTen 16S pubocomanbHom PHK, co3gaHHbIX Ha OCHO-
Be 06pa3LioB, NOMYYEHHbIX OT NALMEHTOB C A3BEHHBIM KONUTOM A0 1 nocne OT 1 ceKBeHMPOBaHHbIX Ha nnatdopme
[llumina MiSeq. Pe3ynbtaTbl nccnenoBaHma nokasanu, yto OT npueena K yBennyeHuio cpefHero 6nopasHoobpasma
nocnefoBaTenibHOCTEN B 06pasLax, nonyyeHHbIx nocne OT, no cpaBHeHMO ¢ obpasuamu, cobpaHHbiMU fo OT, xoTA
pasHuMua He 6bla CTaTUCTUYECKM JOCTOBEPHON. [lona nocnepoBaTenbHocTel Firmicutes, ABNAIOWNXCA LOMUHUPYI0-
LL|e KOMMOHEHTON KMLIEeYHOW MUKPOBUOTbLI 300POBbIX Ntofdei, ymeHbLumnach (~32 % vs. >70 %), a fons nocneaosa-
TenbHoCTel Proteobacteria yBennunnach (>9 % vs. <5 %). B HekoTopbix o6pasuax, cobpaHHbix o T, 6biim obHapy-
»KeHbl NocniefoBaTelbHOCTI NaTOreHHbIX NpefacTaButenen Firmicutes n Proteobacteria, Bkniouas Acinetobacter spp.,
Enterococcus spp., Klebsiella pneumoniae, Proteus mirabilis, Staphylococcus aureus, Stenotrophomonas maltophylia,
Streptococcus spp. B 6onblumHcTBe cniyyaes nocne OT fonsa TakMx NOCnefoBaTeNnbHOCTEN pe3Kko coKpaTunach. Mc-
KNtoueHue coctaBunm nocnepoBatenbHoctu Clostridium difficile, conep»aHne KOTopbIx B 06pa3Liax noyTu rnosioBuHbI
nauneHToB cocTaBnano meHee 0.5 %; nocne OT gona nocnegosatenbHocTen C. difficile 3HaunTeNnbHO ymeHbLUMNACh
nuwb y Tpex naumeHToB. Cnepyet oTMeTUTb, YTo nocsie OT NOBLICUNOCH Ha NOPAJOK copeprkaHue Lactobacillus spp.
1 CyLeCTBEHHO pacLLUMpuCa X BUAOBOM cocTaB. [1o pe3ynbratam ncciefoBaHUA MOXKHO cenaTb npefBaputenbHoe
3aKJIloYeHre 0 TOM, UTO Aaxke OfHOKpaTHaA npoueaypa OT NpUBOAUT K MOBbILLEHMIO 61Iopa3HO06pasna MUKPOOKOTDI
naumneHToB 1 ONTMMU3aLMM €€ TaKCOHOMMUYECKOro COCTaBa.

KntoueBble cioBa: MMKPOOUOM; A3BEHHDBIN KonuT; 16S pPHK npodunrnposBaHme; TpaHCMIaHTaUMA KUWEYHON MUKPO-
6UOTHI.
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Fecal microbiome change in patients with ulcerative colitis
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Abstract. Intestinal human microbiota is a dynamic system that is under the pressures of its host organism and ex-
ternal factors. Microbiota disruption caused by these factors can lead to severe diseases including inflammatory and
oncological diseases of the gastrointestinal tract. One of the possible approaches in managing the intestinal micro-
biota is fecal microbiota transplantation (FT) - transfer of the microbiota from the stool of a healthy donor to the
intestinal tract of a recipient patient. Currently, this procedure is recognized as an efficacious method to normalize the
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intestinal microbiota mainly in inflammatory diseases of the gastrointestinal tract. In Russia, pilot studies of the effec-
tiveness of FT in patients with ulcerative colitis have been conducted for several years, and these studies were started
in Novosibirsk. The aim of this study was to assess the change of intestinal microbiome in 20 patients with ulcerative
colitis after a single FT procedure. The main method is a comparative analysis of 16S ribosomal RNA sequence libraries
constructed using fecal samples obtained from patients with ulcerative colitis before and after FT and sequenced
on the lllumina MiSeq platform. The obtained results showed that FT led to an increase in average biodiversity in
samples after FT compared to samples before FT; however, the difference was not significant. In the samples stud-
ied, the proportion of Firmicutes sequences, the major gastrointestinal microbiota of healthy people, was decreased
(~32 % vs. >70 %), while the proportion of Proteobacteria sequences was increased (>9 % vs. <5 %). In some samples
collected before FT, sequences of pathogenic Firmicutes and Proteobacteria were detected, including Acinetobacter
spp., Enterococcus spp., Klebsiella pneumoniae, Proteus mirabilis, Staphylococcus aureus, Stenotrophomonas maltophy-
lia, Streptococcus spp. In most cases, the proportion of such sequences after FT substantially decreased in appropri-
ate samples. The exception was the Clostridium difficile sequences, which accounted for <0.5 % of the sequences in
samples from almost half of the patients and after FT, the share of such C. difficile sequences was significantly reduced
only in samples from three patients. It should be noted that the proportion of Lactobacillus spp. increased ten-fold
and their species composition significantly expanded. According to the obtained results, a preliminary conclusion can
be made that even a single FT procedure can lead to an increase in the biodiversity of the gastrointestinal microbiota
in patients and to the optimization of the taxonomic composition of the microbiota.

Key words: microbiome; ulcerative colitis; 16S rRNA profiling; fecal microbiota transplantation.
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BBepeHune

[Mupoxoe npumenenne Texaonoruii NGS (next generation
sequencing) 006ecnevnIo AeTaIbHYIO XapaKTepH3aluio MUK-
POOHBIX COOOIIECTB, MPEUMYIIECTBEHHO OaKTEpHAIbHBIX,
ACCOLMMPOBAHHBIX C OPraHM3MOM dYeJIoBeKa. B Hacrosmee
BpeMsI MUKPOOMOTa KUIIICUHHUKA YEJIOBEKA PAaCCMaTpUBAETCS
KakK JIMHAMUYECKasi CUCTeMa, HaXOJISIIIAsICS 1101 BO3ACHCTBIEM
opraHu3Ma Xo3siHa 1 BHemHuX (akropos (Fujimura et al.,
2010; Qin et al., 2010). 13BecTHO, YTO OCHOBHBIMH KOMITO-
HEHTaMHU HOPMaJIbHOW KUIIIEYHON MUKPOOHOTHI UeIOBEKa SIB-
nstoTes mpenctasutenn Firmicutes n Bacteroidetes, xoTs ko-
pOBast rpynIia KOHKPETHBIX BUJIOB OaKTEpHid HE COBIAACT y
pa3HbIX 310poBbIX HHAMBUIYYMOB (Donaldson et al., 2016),
Y pPa3IMYHBbIE TI0 COCTABY BAPHAHTBl HOPMAJILHOH MUKPOOHO-
ThI CIOCOOHBI 00CCTICYNTh CTA0MIEHOE ()YHKIIMOHUPOBAHHE
3TOTO CIIOKHOTO MUKpPOOHOTO coobiecta (Lozupone et al.,
2012).

JucOananc KUIIEYHOH MUKPOOHOTHI, BO3HUKAIOIIUH TT0]T
JIeHiCTBHEM BHEIIHUX WJIM BHYTPEHHHUX (AKTOPOB, MOKET
MPUBECTH K NTaTOJIOTMYECKUM COCTOSTHHSM, BKITFOYAsl HE TOJIb-
KO BOCHAJIUTEJILHBIE U OHKOJIOTMYECKUE 3a00JICBaHUS JKETy-
JIOYHO-KHUIIIEYHOTO TPaKTa, HO M HApYIICHUS UMMYHHOU CH-
CTEeMBI, 1nadeT BTOPOTO THIIA, COCYANCTHIE 3a00JICBAHUS U
Jlake HapylieHus (yHKIHi ronoBHoro Mo3ra (O’Hara, Sha-
nahan, 2006). OxHUM 13 BO3MOXKHBIX CITOCOOOB BO3ICHCTBHUS
Ha MUKPOOHOTY KHIIIEYHHUKA, HAapsAy C UCHOJIB30BAHIEM aH-
THOMOTHKOB, IPOOMOTUKOB M IPEONOTHKOB, SIBISIETCST (PEKO-
TpanciutanTaiys (PT) — BBeeHHE KUIIEYHONH MUKPOOHOTHI
OT 3/I0POBOTO JOHOPA B KUIIEYHBIH TPaKT nanueHTa. Cunra-
eTcs, 4To 10 Hamiei spsl npumenenne OT mpakTHKoBaiIM B
KuTae, a B Halie Bpemsi 3Ty NpoLeaypy BIIEpBbIC IIPOBEIH B
1958 1. mpu neyeHnyn marmeHTa ¢ 3HTepokonuToM (Eiseman
et al., 1958). OnHako NUIIB HEABHO METOJ CTAJ YCIEUIHO
UCIIONIb30BaThCs U1l HOPMAIIM3AIMA MUKPOOHOTHI KHUIIIEY-
HUKA [TPY PA3TIMYHBIX 3a00JI€BaHISX, BKIIIOUast XPOHUUECKHUE
BOCTIAJTUTEIbHBIC 3a00IcBaHus KumieyHuKa (Aas et al., 2003;
Khoruts et al., 2010; Angelberger et al., 2013; Pigneur, Sokol,

2016; Vaughn et al., 2016; Kang et al., 2017; Paramsothy et
al., 2017; Staley et al., 2017).

Haubonsmras pesynsratuBHOCTS TpuMeneHwnst OT mokasa-
Ha IIPH NICEBIOMEMOPaHO3HOM KOJIUTE, aCCOLMMPOBAHHOM C
Clostridium (Clostridioides) difficile (Drekonja et al., 2015;
Khoruts, Sadowsky, 2016; Cheng, Fisher, 2017; Staley et al.,
2017; Goldenberg et al., 2018). BeicTpoe ymyumienune co-
CTOSIHMSI TTALIMCHTOB U BbicoKasi 3 dexruBHocts DT (Gonee
80 %) npu 3TuX MHQEKIUIX OblIa MOATBEPK/IEHA B MHOTO-
LEHTPOBBIX PaHIOMH3UPOBAHHBIX KIIMHUYECKUX HCITBITAHHSX
(van Nood et al., 2013; Cammarota et al., 2015), u celiuac B
CIIIA © B eBpOIEHCKUX CTpaHAX PEKOMEHIYETCS IPUMEHSTh
T yxe mocie Broporo wiu Tpetsero snmm3ona C. difficile-ac-
conuupoBannoro konuta (Debast et al., 2014).

Wmerorces cBuaerenscTBa Toro, uto T MoKeT OBITEH I10-
Je3HOo 1 rpu A3BeHHOM Koaute (SIK). DddexruBHOCTS MTpH-
meHeHus OT g nedenus naruentos ¢ K B pasnnyHbIx
WCCIIEIOBAHUAX CYIIECTBEHHO BaphHpoBaia — oT 20 1o 92 %
(Angelberger et al., 2013; Kellermayer et al., 2015). B pan-
JAOMU3UPOBAHHBIX KIMHHUYCCKUX HCHBITAHUAX PEMHCCUA
3aperucTpupoBaHa Ha ypoBHe 25-27 %, 4To, BIIPOUIEM, CTaTH-
CTHYECKH 3HAYMMO TNpeBbImano sddekr mranedo (Moayyedi
et al., 2015; Rossen et al., 2015; Paramosthy et al., 2017).
ITarorene3 SIK He BIIOJIHE SICEH; MOJIATAlOT, YTO OH MMECT
CIIO)KHYIO MPUPOAY U OIMOCPEAOBaH HAPYILCHUSIMH KHIICY-
HOW MHUKPOOHOTHI, TCHETUYCCKOHN MPEIPacION0KEHHOCThIO
u sKkonornyeckumu (axropamu (Shen et al., 2018). Kak u
nipu C. difficile-acconnpoBaHHOM KOIUTE, OMOpa3HOO0pasue
MHUKpPOOHOTHI KulleuHuKa 1pu K cyriecTBEHHO CHMKEHO,
YMEHBIIIEHO KOJMMYECTBO IMpeacTaBuTeneii Bacteroidetes n
Firmicutes. ITpu 5TomM B MukpoOnore nanuenToB ¢ SIK yse-
JIMYMBACTCS KOJUYECTBO MpencTaButesnei Proteobacteria u
Actinomycetes, BoisiBisiiorcs C. difficile, Helicobacter pylori,
Salmonella spp., Yersinia spp. n sHTeponHBa3uBHbIC Esche-
richia coli (Okhusa et al., 2003; Saebo et al., 2005; Gradel et
al., 2009; Sonnenberg, Genta, 2012; Deshpande et al., 2013;
Reddy, Brandt, 2013; Shen et al., 2018). Jlo cux mop He sicHO,
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sBrisercst i SIK pe3ynbraroM HapyHICHHOTO UMMYHHOTO
OTBETa Ha HOPMAJIbHYI0 MUKPOOUOTY, MJIM 3TO HOPMAJIbHbIH
WMMYHHBIH OTBET Ha qucOanranc B MEKpo(Iope KUIIIEYHNKA
(Cheng, Fisher, 2017).

HecMmotpst Ha kaxyly0cs OUeBUAHOCTh, MEXaHU3MBI 110-
noxutenbHoro aerictus OT npu AK He Bnonne sicusl. [1o-
nararot, 9to 3QdexTuBHOCT, OT CBs3aHa ¢ YBEIMYCHHEM
pasHoo0pa3usi MUKPOOUOTHI KHIIEYHUKA, YTO MPUBOAMT K
TIOBBIIICHHUIO OOMITHS CITOJIC3HBIX)» OAKTEPHil M MIPETIATCTBYET
KOJIOHU3AIMH KUIIICYHUKA TTaTOTCHHBIMU OakTepusimu (Bro-
ecker et al., 2016; Chehoud et al., 2016; Khoruts, Sadowsky,
2016). OqHaKo HEM3BECTHO, BOBJICYCHBI JIH B ATOT IPOIIeCC
JIPyTUE MEXaHU3MBI, BKIFOYasi BO3MO)KHOE BIIHSIHUE BUPOOHO-
ThI, I[efICTBPIe HMMyHHOfI CHCTCMBI IMTallUCHTA, l'[pI/IBHeCCHI/IC
PETYISTOPHBIX BBICOKO- M HI3KOMOJICKYIISPHBIX COCTNHEHHHA
npu OT; Takke 10 CUX MOp HE OMPEACICH CIIMCOK BUIOB
OakTepuii, 00yCIOBIMBAIOIINX HOPMAIH3AL[HI0 MUKPOOHUOTHI.
Lenb maHHOTO HUCCIIEOBAHUS — OICHUTH H3MEHEHHE MUKPO-
Omoma kumeyHnka narpeHToB ¢ JIK mocne nposenenns OT
Ha ocHOBe mpodumupoBanus 16S pubdocomansuoit PHK B
00pasimax, MOTYYCHHBIX 10 U TIOCTE JICUCHNS.

Matepwuanbi u metogbl
B pabote ucmonszoBanm 06pasisl pekamii, MoTydeHHbIe OT
20 maumenToB (27-57 ner) ¢ quarnosom K. /lnarnos non-
TBEPIXK/IaJM Ha OCHOBAHWU PE3yJIbTAaTOB M3YYEHUs YPOBHS
(hekamTbHOTO KaJBIIPOTEKTHHA, MTAaHHBIX (PHOPOKOIOHOCKO-
UM ¥ TUCTOJIOTNYECKOT0 UCCIIE0BAHUS OMONTATOB, B3SITBIX
13 Pa3HBIX OT/EJIOB TOJICTOU U ITOJB3I0MIHOI KuioK. OOpas-
1Bl TAIINEHTOB, B KOTOPBIX PYTHHHBIMU METOJaMH OBLTH 00-
napyxens! C. difficile, B uccienoBanue He BOBJICKaIich. Bee
MAIMEHThI NPEeJIOCTaBUIN HHPOPMUPOBAHHOE COTIIACHE C
MIPOBOIMMEIM HCCIIEJOBAHNEM M aHOHWMHOI 00paboTKoM
JaHHbIX. OOpasip! codbupanu 3a onuH-18a aHs 10 OT 1 yepes
7—12 nueit mociie OT. JloHopamut ObLIM MOJIOBIC 30POBBIC
no0poBobIE (20-39 er) 6e3 XpOHUYEeCKUX 3a00IeBaHMH,
He repeHecune NHQEKIMK 1 He TIOIBEPraBIINEeCs TOCIHUTa-
JIM3alliy 10 KpaliHel Mepe nociegHue 1sa Mecsua. Bee no-
HOPBI TIPOTITH 00CIIeI0OBaHNE, BKITIOUAtomiee B ceOs o0muit
1 OMOXUMHYECKNH aHaJIN3bl KPOBH, a Taroke VDA kpoBu Ha
HaJIMuue JIIMONUi, TOKCOKap, OIMCTOPXOB, aCKapH I, TPUXHU-
Hemn. KpoMe Toro, ¢ MCIoONb30BaHUEM CTaHAAPTHBIX TECT-
CHCTEM MOATBEP)KJAIN OTCYTCTBHE Y JIOHOPOB BO3OYANTEIS
cuunuca, BUU-1 u BUY-2, Bupycos renarura B u C. Taxoke
PYTHHHBIMHA METOJAMHU TIPOBOJIMIIN aHAIH3 (heKaNnii Ha JTUC-
0103 1 Ha oTcyTCcTBUE atorenHor mukpoduopsl (C. difficile,
Campilobacter jejuni, Salmonella spp., Shigella spp., sHure-
pounBasuBHas Escherichia coli, Cryptosporidium spp., Cy-
clospora spp., Giardia spp., Isospora spp.), pOTaBUPYCOB A,
Hoposupycos [ u Il u anenoBupycos F, a Takxe reabMUHTOB
n ux auil. [IunotHoe uccnenoBanue 66110 0moOpenHo Jlokans-
HBIM 3THYECKHM KOMHUTETOM ABTOHOMHON HEKOMMEPYECKOH
opranuzaiu «l{eHTp HOBBIX MEIUIIMHCKHX TEXHOJIOTHI B
AKazieMropoake».

ITo 50 mMr kaxxoro 00pasiia OT MAUEHTOB CYCIICHANPOBAIH
B 300 Mkt 0.9 % NaCl u nienrpudyruposanu npu 2 Tbic. 00.
B Teuerne 10 muH. Cymmapnyto JJTHK ounmmamm n3 100 Mk
OCBETJICHHOH KJIETOYHOI CYCIEH3MH C IOMOIIbI0 Habopa
ns Beienenus JJHK u3 knerok Tkanew u kposu («buoJlab-
Muxcey, Poccnst) ¢ nobaBneHreM TU301nnuMa IS TIOBBITIICHHUS
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s¢ppexruBHOCTH U3BIeYcHUs JJHK u3 rpammnonoxurebHbIX
6axrepmii. C ncrionp3oBanueM nomydernoit JJHK B kagectse
marpuisl, GeiokH-ipaiivepoB (NEB-FF 5-ACACTCTTTC
CCTACACGACGCTCTTCCGATCTCTACGGGAGGCA
GCAG-3', NEB-FR 5-GTGACTGGAGTTCAGACGTGT
GCTCTTCCGATCTGGACTACCGGGGTATCT-3") u BHI-
cokotouHoit nonmmepassl Q5 (New England Biolabs, CILIA)
npoBoawan aMmIuiukanuu ¢pparmMenta resa 16S pPHK,
cozeprkaiero BapuadenbHble ydyacTku V3—V4. TIpomyKTel
aMIUTH(UKAIUE OYHIIATN DIIEKTPOGOPETHUSCKU B Telie U3
nerkorntaBkoit SeaKem GTG-arapossr (Lonza, CIIHA). O6o-
raleHue MOJTYYCHHBIX aMIUIMKOHOB, BBEJICHHE OapKoI0B U
CITy’K€OHBIX IMOCIICIOBATEIILHOCTEH ISl JalbHEHIIEr0 CeK-
BEHUPOBaHNUS Ha TuiaTGopme MiSeq BBITTONHSIN, HCIIOIB3YS
nonmmepasy Q5 n Habop onuronykieotTnoB Dual index set
(New England Biolabs), coriacHo HHCTPYKLUH POU3BO-
qurests. [lomydeHnpie OMONMOTEKH OYMIIAIN HA MATHUTHBIX
yactuax AMPure XP (Beckman Coulter, CILIA); xonnienTpa-
ruto JIHK usmepsitu ¢ momorneio Habopa Qubit dSDNA HS
(Life Technologies, CIIIA). ITo pe3ymbraTam m3MepeHUi
OMOMMOTEKN OOBETMHSIN B ITyJI TAKAUM 00pa3oM, 4ToOBI CO-
orHourenne JIHK Oubnuorex B myne ObLIO MPHOIU3UTEINb-
HO paBHBIM. CEKBEHHPOBAJIN HA BBICOKOIIPOU3BOJUTEIEHOM
cekBeHarope MiSeq ¢ Habopom pearentoB MiSeq reagent
kit v2 2x250-cycles (Illumina, CIIIA).

Pe3ynbraTel CEKBEHUPOBAHMS aHATU3UPOBAIIHN C HCIIOJIB30-
BaHMeM TakeTa rnporpamMmmuoro obecriedennss UGENE v.1.32
(Unipro UGENE, Poccust). [TonyueHHsie pujisl KapTupoBa-
i Ha Oa3y maHHbIX 16S pPHK, pasmeriennyro na Harmonasms-
HoM cepepe NSBI (CIIA), ¢ ucnionszoBannem nakera Clark.
[TpenBapuTeIbHO M3 ITOCIIEIOBATENBHOCTEH PUIOB YAAISITH
MOCIIEA0BATENHLHOCTH a/IalITEPOB M MTPOBOAMIN (DHIIBTPALIHIO
PHJIOB IO KauecTBY. PU/bI aHAIM3UPOBAIN JBYMsI METOJa-
MU: C IIOMOIIbIO T'€HEepaluy ONEPAHOHHBIX TAKCOHOMUYeE-
ckux eanuun (OTU) ¢ mocienyonmM KapTHPOBAHNUEM T10-
cnenoBarensHocTel Ha nomydenHsle OTU B makete mporpaMm
Usearch-9.2 u nmytem kiaccuduKanuyu puoB alrOpUTMOM
Kraken mo 6a3e maHHBIX U3BECTHBIX MOCIIENOBATEIHHOCTEN
16S pPHK Silva v.132 (full). B nepsom ciryuae OTU rene-
PHPOBAIM AJITOPUTMOM UNOise2 ¢ OTOPAKOBKOH XUMEPHBIX
MOCIIEA0BATENLHOCTEH U yIeTOM OIMHOOK uTeHus. TaOmuibt
noy4eHHbIX 9acToT BeTpedaemoct OTU 6buti 06paboTanbl
B cpene R3.3.3. Bo BropoMm cityuae puabl KapTUpOBajiIu Ha
6a3y manubix 16S pPHK Silva ¢ momomipio anroputma seed-
kraken ¢ ucronp30BaHHEM Pa3peKEHHOTO k-Mepa CO CIIeIH-
JIBHOW PEIIeTKOMN, MO3BOJISIOLIEH YBEINUUTh CHIEU(DHIHOCTD
knaccudukanmu. Manexc llleHHoHa pacCUUTHIBAIN B TAKETE
nporpamMm R; 10cTOBEpHOCTE pasmiumii MEXy WHIICKCAMHU
[llenHona omnpezensuy ¢ nomolbko t-tecra Xaryecona. Bu-
3yaJIM3annio pe3ylnbTaToB aHalIn3a OMOIMOTEK TOCIeT0Ba-
TEIbHOCTENW METOIOM INaBHBIX koopauHat PCoA npoBoauiin
Ha OCHOBE MaTpHIl AMCTAHLMUI C MCHOJIb30BAaHUEM ITaKeTa
IporpamMM vegan.

PesynbraTbl n 06CyxaeHMe

Ha ocnose JIHK, BbmeneHHON u3 00pasnoB Qexanuii oT
20 nanuenToB ¢ SK 1o u nocie T, ObIIIO0 CKOHCTPYHPOBAHO
40 6ubnmotek ¢pparmentos rexa 16S pPHK. dparmenTsl rena
BKJTIOUAJTH BaprabenbHbIe yuacTKu V3 u V4, Hcronbs3yemMbie
OOBIYHO JUT TAKCOHOMHUYECKOH Kiaccudukanmun OakTepuid
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(Chakravorty et al., 2007; Wang, Qian, 2009). B pe3yibrare ceKBEHHPOBAHHUS
O6mOmoTeK, KOTOpBIE OBIIIM CO3JJaHBI HAa OCHOBE 00pa3ioB, codpanusix 10 OT, mo-
my4dero ot 106411 mo 1751663 puno (B cpenrem 141010). bubnuorexu u3 06-
pasuoB, coopannbix nocie AT, cogepxanu ot 107042 o 173855 punos (B cpeanem
142060). ITo pe3ynpraTam KiaccupuKauy B OMOTHOTEKaX U3 MEPBOH W BTOPOH
TPYI K ONPEACIEHHOMY THUIYy HNPOKApHOT OBUTM TAKCOHOMHYECKH OTHECEHBI B
cpenneM 99.7 u 99.6 % puaoB COOTBETCTBEHHO. JIMIIb HE3HAYUTENbHAS YaCTh
MOCIIEIOBATENIFHOCTEH OocTaIach HeKJIaccu(UIMpPoBaHHONW. Beero BRIABICHBI TO-
CcJIe1oBaTeNbHOCTH 13 THITOB GaKTepHii, 0CHOBHBIMH 13 KOTOPBIX ObUTH Firmicutes,
Bacteroidetes u Proteobacteria. B Tpex 00pasiiax BbIsSBICHBI IOCIEA0BATCIBHOCTH
apxei, mpuHaaIeKamuX K poxy Methanobrevibacter (Tun Euryarchaeota), omaaxo
JIOJISL TAKHX ITOCIIEIOBATEILHOCTEN B COOTBETCTBYIOMINX OMOIMOTEKaX HE TIPEBbI-
mrana 0.1 %.

AHanu3 NOTy49eHHBIX JAHHBIX MTOKA3all, 4TO OMOpa3HooOpaszne OaKTepHaTbHBIX
coo01mecTB B o0pasiax ot nanueHToB 110 u nocine AT paznuuaercs. Tak, HHIEKC
[llennoHa 1715t BHIOOPKH 00pa31ioB OT MareHToB noce jedeHus (3.43+0.71) 6bu1
BBIIIIE, YeM JJIs1 00pa3IoB, B3ATHIX 110 JedeHus (3.05+0.67), XxoTs pa3HUIla CTaTH-
cTHYecKH HepocToBepHa (puc. 1). OqHako MpH MOMAPHOM CPaBHEHHH WHJIEKCOB
[llenHoHa [y1s1 00pa31oOB, MOJTYYEHHBIX OT OJJHOTO TanuenTa 10 u rnocie OT, paz-
st OBITH BO BCEX CITydasX CTaTUCTHUYECKH noctoBepHBIME (SD, 0.011-0.019);
npu 3ToM y 15 manueHToB OMOpazHOOOpa3ne MUKPOOHBIX COOOIIECTB 3HAYMMO
YBEJINYUIIOCH U JIUIIDB Y 5 NMauEeHTOB — YMCHBIIIUJIOCH.

Bonbmiee 6nopasnoobpasne coobmiecTs B 00pasnax, moaydeHHbIx mocie OT, mox-
TBEPAMIOCH IPU aHAJIM3€ JaHHBIX METOJIOM IVIaBHBIX KoopauHar (puc. 2). Buano,
410 60 % 00pa3oB, COOPAHHBIX JI0 JICUCHUS, HAXOIATCS B 00JIACTH OTPHUIIATEIIb-
HBIX 3HAYCHHUH MEPBOI TIaBHON KOOPAMHATHI, TOTna Kak 65 % 00pa3sioB, B3STHIX
MOCIIe JICUCHNUS], HAXOIATCS B OOJIACTH TOJIOKUTEIBHBIX 3HAYCHUH. AHAIOTHYHO
B 00JIACTH TOJIOKUTEIBHBIX 3HAUEHUI BTOPOH IVIABHOW KOOPJHMHATHI HAXOIUTCS

M3meHeHne KnweyHoro MI/IKpOGI/IOMa nayneHToB C A3BEHHbIM
KONNTOM nocne TpaHcnnaHTaunm KULIeYyHOon MVIKpO6VIOTbI
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Fig. 1. Shannon index, reflecting the biodiver-
sity of sequences in samples obtained from
patients before and after FT.

yuib 45 % o0pasIoB, MOTYYCHHBIX 10
neuenust, u 70 % o6pasios nocie OT.
OtmeTnM, 9TO B 00pa3max ot 15 mamnu-
enroB (75 %) nocne nposenenus OT
3HAYEeHHE yBEJIWYHIOCH B 00JacTH U
[IEpPBOM, U BTOPOH ITIaBHBIX KOOPAUHAT;
eIIe y YeThIpeX IMAIMEeHTOB 3HAUCHHE
YBEJIMYMIIOCH B 00JIACTH XOTSI ObI OJJHOM
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Fig. 2. Visualization of sequence library analysis by the method of principal coordinates PCoA made on matrices of distances:

1, data for libraries from samples obtained before FT; 2, from samples obtained after FT. 3, 4, lines connecting two samples from one patient
for which biodiversity (3) increases or (4) decreases after FT. Designations S1-520 correspond to sample numbers before FT. The values of
the first and second principal coordinates are presented on the OX and OY axes, respectively.
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Fig. 3. Taxonomic classification of OTUs at the phylum level based on the Silva v.132 (full) database.

Here and in Fig. 4 samples 1-20 were obtained from patients before FT (enumeration follows Fig. 2); samples 21-40 were collected after FT. Samples 1 and 21,
2 and 22, etc. were obtained from the first, second, etc. patients, respectively. Phyla with representation exceeding 0.1 % are shown.

13 IVIABHBIX KOOP/IMHAT; TOJIBKO [UIS IIAPhl 00Pa3IOB OT OJJHOTO
narmenTa (Ne 18) 6buopasnoobpaszue ymeHsIImIock nocie T
B 00J1aCTH 3HAUCHHI 00CUX IIAaBHBIX KOOPIUHAT (CM. pHC. 2).
TeMm He MeHee NP YMEHBIIEHUH 3HAYEHUI B 00JIaCTH XOTS
051 omHOM TaBHOW KoopauHatel nocine OT muaexc Ilen-
HOHA JUTs 3TOM ke mapbl 00pa3IOB CTATUCTHYESCKH 3HAYMMO
YMEHBIIAJICS.

[Mosy4eHHbIe JaHHbIE MOATBEPIKAAIOT BO3MOXKHOCTD I10-
BBIIIICHUS] OMOpa3HooOpa3usi OaKTepHaIbHOTO COO0IIeCTBa
kuiieyHuka mnocie nposeneHus OT. Crnenyer mogYepKHYTh,
YTO B HACTOSIIIIEM HCCIICIOBAHNH MbI CPABHHBAJINA UCXOIHBIN
MHUKPOOHMOM TAIMCHTOB ¥ MUKPOOMOM TIOCJE MEPBOH TPO-
uenypbl @T. CornacHo ormyOIMKOBaHHBIM CBEACHHSIM 3apy-
OC)KHBIX aBTOPOB, JaXKe TOCIEe HECKONbKHUX mporenyp OT
CTAaTUCTUYECKH 3HAYMMOE IMOBBIIICHHE OHMOPa3HOOOpa3usi
MHUKPOOHOTHI PETHCTPUPYETCS HE y BCeX manueHToB (Angel-
berger et al., 2013).

AHanu3 TAKCOHOMHUYECKOTO COCTABA IMOKAa3all, 4ToO B 00pas3-
max 1o u nocie AT B cpennem 55.7 % (ot 12.7 no 72.8 %)
n 48.3 % (ot 15.9 10 92.3 %) BBIABIEHHBIX TIOCIIEIOBATEIb-
HOCTEH COOTBETCTBEHHO MpUHAUIeKANN K THIy Firmicutes
(puc. 3), 32.3 % (ot 4.4 mo 64.4 %) u 33.7 % (ot 1.7 no
60.7 %) — k Tarry Bacteroidetes, a 9.2 % (ot 0.4 mo 81.3 %) u
6.2 % (01 0.7 10 31.5 %) —x TuIry Proteobacteria. YerBepTbiMu
10 BCTPEeYaeMOCTH ObUTH 1ociiejoBaresibHocTh Fusobacteria,
B cpenHeM 3.4 % mo BceM OMOIMOTEKAaM, OJHAKO WX JOJIS
3HaUUTENbHO yBenmmumiack nociae OT: or <0.1 (0-0.3 %)
10 6.7 % (0.1-9.4 %). ITocne ®T yBenuuuiach Takxe A0JIs
MOCJIeIOBATENLHOCTEN Actinobacteria, XOTsS ¥ HE TaK 3HAYM-
tenpHO — oT 1.9 (0.1-10.7 %) 1o 3.1 % (0.2—19.4 %). [Tocne-
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JIOBaTeJIbHOCTH Verrucomicrobia MpUCYTCTBOBAIM B KaXKJOM
oOpasie B HEOONBIINX KOJTHMYECTBAX, a X BCTPEUAEMOCTH
nocne OT ymenpmmnach B cpenaem ¢ 0.4 10 0.2 %. Ocraib-
HBIE TTOCJIE/IOBATEIEHOCTH BCTPEUAINCH JIUIIb B OTACIBHBIX
o0pasiax, e pesbimasi 0.1 % oT Bcex mociaenoBaTenbHOCTEH
B 3TOM 00pa3Iie.

W3BecTHO, 4TO MUKPOOHOTA 3710POBBIX JIFOICH COCTOUT U3
MOCTOSIHHBIX U TPAH3UTOPHBIX BUIOB, OTHOCSIIUXCS Ooiee
4yeM Kk 17 tunam, Bimodas Firmicutes (>70 %), Bacteroidetes
(>30 %), mporeodakrepuu (<5 %), akruHobakTepuu (<2 %),
Fusobacteria u Verrucomicrobia (<1 %) (Belizario et al.,
2018). [oydeHHbIe HAMH PE3yABTaThl KOPPEIUPYIOT C JAaH-
HBIMHU JIPyTUX HCCIIEOBaTele, CBUIETEILCTBYIOLIMMU O
MTOHIKEHHOM OHMOpa3HO00pa3ny MUKPOOMOTHI KUIIEYHUKA
npu SIK (Manichanh et al., 2012; Machiels et al., 2014; Bajer
et al., 2017). Tak, B uccienyeMbix oopasiax OT MalMEHTOB
B Cpe/IHEM MPUCYTCTBOBAJIO CYIIECTBEHHO MEHBIIIE TOCIe-
JoBaresibHOCTEH Firmicutes, 9To XOpOIIO corlacyercst ¢ Ha-
OnrogeHusiMu ipyrux asropos (Machiels et al., 2014). B oc-
HoBHOM Firmicutes OBIITH ITpeCTABICHBI ITOCIIEI0BATEIBHO-
ctamu kiaccos Clostridia (puc. 4), B cpennem 47.4 n 40.6 %
B Onbnuorexkax n3 oOpasLoB, MONyYeHHBIX /10 U nocie OT
COOTBETCTBeHHO. V3 HUX jpoMunupoBanu Faecalibacterium
prausnitzii (15.7 u 11.3 % cooTBeTcTBeHHO) U Roseburia
hominis (2.3 1 0.5 %), OTBETCTBEHHBIC 3a PACHICIICHUE IITH-
POKOTO CIIEKTpa YIJIEBOAOB, BKIIIOUAsl KpaxMalsl U WHYIHH, C
obpazoBanuem Oytuparos (Duncan et al., 2007; Machiels et
al., 2014). Taxxxe ObUTH ITPEICTABICHBI TOCIICAOBATEIIBHOCTH
kiaccoB Negativicutes (6.8 u 4.0 %) u Bacilli (1.3 u 2.8 %).
CrietyeT OTMETHTb, YTO, HECMOTPSI HA OTHOCHUTEIEHO HEBbI-
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Fig. 4. Taxonomic classification of OTUs at the class level based on the Silva v.132 (full) database.

Classes with representation exceeding 0.1 % are shown.

COKYI0 BcTpedaeMocThb Bacillus spp. u Lactobacillus spp., nx
nomst nocne T mosbicuiach B 3.5 1 11 pa3 cOOTBETCTBEHHO.
IIpu 5TOM CyLIECTBEHHO paCIIMPUIICS BUIOBOM COCTaB JIaK-
TOOAIMILI, KOTOpPBIE, KaK M3BECTHO, HE TOJBKO YUacCTBYIOT B
pacIIeIUICHUH JTaKTO3bI U IPYTUX YIIIEBOJIOB, HO M SIBJISIFOTCS
AQHTarOHUCTAMH I10 OTHOILIEHHIO K IIATOTeHHBIM MUKPOOpTa-
HHU3MaM, BBITECHSISI UX U3 MUKPOOHOTO cOOOIIecTBa KUIIey-
HHKa YeJIOBeKa.

Hoiist mocnenoBaresbHOCTEN, NPUHAMIEKAIUX K TUITY
Bacteroidetes, B nccieayeMsx oopasmax or naueHTos ¢ 1K
He Obu1a cHIKeHa (cM. puc. 3 1 4) U cocTaBuiia OKOJIO TPETH
OT BCEX II0CIIEI0BATEILHOCTEH, YTO OTIIMYaeTCs OT HalIIo-
JeHunit npyrux uccienosarenei (Machiels et al., 2014). B oc-
HOBHOM 3TOT THIT OBUI IIPE/ICTABIICH MOCIEA0BATEILHOCTIMH
Bacteroides spp. n Prevotella spp., npmaem nocine OT momnst
TIOCJIe/IOBATEILHOCTEH OaKTEPOH/I0B YMEHBIIMIIACH B CPEJTHEM
¢ 19.7 10 9.6 %, a mocnenoBaTeNnbHOCTEH, IPUHAIISKAIINX K
pony Prevotella, cymecTBEHHO yBEITHMUIMIACH, € 3.7 110 14.6 %.
W3BecTHO, 4TO OGONBIIMHCTBO OAKTEPOUIOB, OOUTAIOIINX B
KHUIIICYHHKE YEJIOBEeKa, CIOCOOHBI pa3iiaraTh pa3HooOpa3HbIe
pacturensHble monucaxapuasl (Flint et al., 2012), mpugaem B
KUIIEYHOH MUKpPOOHOTE )KUTEIIeH 3amaHbIX CTpaH npeodia-
Jarot Bacteroides spp., a B MUKPOOHOTE HACEIICHHS U3 CTPaH
C IPENMYIIECTBEHHO PaCTUTENBHO TneToi — Prevotella spp.
(Ley, 2016).

OTMeTHM, YTO IO MOcaeaoBarenbHoCcTe Proteobacte-
ria (cM. puc. 3) B obOpasnax, coopanusix 10 @T (B cpeqaem
9.2 %), npeBbIIIalia TAKOBYIO, OOBIYHO PETUCTPHPYEMYIO Y
3mopoBbIx nroneit (<5 %) (Belizario et al., 2018). 910 005b-
SICHAETCA TIOBBIIIEHHBIM cozep)kanueM Salmonella spp. B
MHUKpPOOHBIX coobmiecTBax nanueHToB ¢ SIK n Hamnunem B
OTJIETIBHBIX 00pa3lax B OOJIBIIOM KOJINYECTBE MOCIIEI0BATEb-
HOCTel MaTOreHHBIX 0aKTepHid, CIIOCOOHBIX BBI3BATH JKEITyII0Y-
HO-KHUIIeYHEIe 3a0oneBanus (0onee 9 % Acinetobacter spp.,

0.5-1 % Klebsiella pneumoniae), 9T0 YCTAaHOBJICHO U B JPy-
rux uccnenoBanusx (Gradel et al., 2009; Shen et al., 2018).
B enuHmuHBIX 00pasnax ObIIH 00HAPYKEHBI Takxke Proteus
mirabilis u Stenotrophomonas maltophilia, 1o KOTOPBIX HE
npesbimana 0.1 %. Hano ckazats, uro nocne nposenenus OT
coepIKaHue IIePEUNCIICHHbIX OCIIE0BATEIbHOCTEH ITaTOreH-
HBIX Proteobacteria B 00pasuax cyIiecTBeHHO YMEHBIIHIIOCH,
nopoif 10 0.02 % u meHee.

Kpome mocrenoBarensHOCTEH TaToreHHBIX Proteobacteria,
B HEKOTOPBIX 00pa3Iax, MoJTy4eHHBIX OT narueHToB 10 DT,
ObLTH 0OHAPYIKEHBI TTOCIIEIOBATEIbHOCTH ATOTCHHBIX Mpe-
crasureneir Firmicutes. Tak, B neBsitu oOpa3max HalIeHBI
nocienoBarenbHocTu C. difficile, nonst KOTOPBIX TPEBbINIANa
0.5 %. IToBeiniennas Bcrpeyaemocts C. difficile B xuieuHoit
MuKkpobnore nanueHToB ¢ K ormeuanace u panee (Desh-
pande et al., 2013; Reddy, Brandt, 2013). [Tomumo mocnenoa-
tenvHocTel C. difficile, B HeKOTOPBIX 00pa3ax 0OHapyKEHbBI
nocnenosarenbHocTu Staphylococcus aureus (0.1-0.9 %),
Streptococcus spp. u Enterococcus spp. (~0.1 %). Kak u B
cilyyae ¢ naroreHHbIMH Proteobacteria, o 9TUX mocieno-
BarenpHOCTEH Tociie OT B COOTBETCTBYIOMMX 00pa3Iax pe3ko
yMeHbIImIack. Mckimrouenne cocrasuian oopasisl ¢ C. dif-
ficile: nonst MX MOCIEOBATEILHOCTEH YMEHBIIUIIACH TIOCIIE
T Tonbko B Tpex oOpasiax u3 AeBaTH, cocTaBus <0.2 %.

3aknioyeHune

Taxkum 00pa3om, HccIenoBaHBl OMOPa3HOOOpa3ne M TaKCo-
HOMHMYECKHI COCTaB ITOCIIe/IoBaTeIbHOCTeH (hparMeHTa rena
16S pPHK, acconunpoBaHHbIX ¢ KUIIEYHOH MUKPOOHOTOH y
20 marmmenToB ¢ K mo u mocne OT. Pesynsrarsl mokazamm,
YTO OHOKpaTHoe mposeaeHue npoueaypsl @T mpuseno k
YBEJIMUCHHUIO CPEHEro OMopasHooOpasusi MOCIea0BaTeb-
HOCTeH B 00pasmax, momydeHHbIx nocie OT, mo cpaBHEHUIO
¢ obpasznamu, codpanubMu 10 DT, XoTs pa3HuIa He OblIa
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CTaTUCTUYECKH JIOCTOBEPHOU. [loJs mociienoBaTesIbHOCTEN
Firmicutes, SBIAIOMUXCS JOMHHHUPYIOMIEH KOMITOHEHTON
KHIICYHOH MHKPOOHOTHI 3[JOPOBBIX JIFOfICH, Obllla CHMKEHA
(~32 % vs.>70 %), a nosst mocieaoBarenbHOCTEN Proteobac-
teria yBenmuena (>9 % vs. <5 %). B HexoTopsIx oOpasuax,
cobpannbix 10 DT, oOHapYKEHBI 3HAYUMEBIC COJCPIKAHUS
M0CJIe0BATENILHOCTEH MaTOreHHBIX MpeacTaBureneit Firmi-
cutes u Proteobacteria, Bkimouas Acinetobacter spp., Entero-
coccus spp., K. pneumoniae, P. mirabilis, S. aureus, St. mal-
tophilia, Streptococcus spp. B OOJBIINHCTBE CITydacB Mociie
onHokpaTHoH npouenypbl @T 101 TakUX NOCIE10BATENBHO-
CTEH pe3Ko COKpaTuiachk. VICKIFOUCHHE COCTABIUTH MTOCIIEIO-
BarenbHOCTH C. difficile, KoTOpbIC OBLTN OOHAPYKEHBI (OKOJIO
0.5 % wu BBIIIE) B 00pa3max MOYTH ITOJOBUHBI MAINEHTOB
¢ JK; mocie @T mons mocnenosarenprocTei C. difficile 3Ha-
YUTENbHO YMEHBIIMIACH JUIIb Y TpeX nanueHToB. Cienyer
OTMETHTB, uTo rocnie OT comepsxanue Lactobacillus spp. mo-
BBICHJIOCH Ha MIOPSZIOK ¥ CYIIIECTBEHHO PACIIUPHUIICS BUOBOM
COCTaB JIAKTOOAI[HILI.

PesynbraThl UCCICAOBAHMS TO3BOJSIIOT C/AENATh Mpe/Ba-
PUTENBHBIN BBIBOJ, YTO Jlaske OJHOKparHas mpouenypa OT
MOXKET MPHUBECTH K MOBBIIICHUIO OHOPa3HOOOPa3Hsi MUKPO-
OMOTHI ¥ ONITUMH3AIIAN €€ TAKCOHOMHYECKOTO cocrasa. OmqHa-
KO JIJIs TOTO UTOOBI ClIeNaTh 3aKiIroucHre 00 3pdekruBHOCTH
TaKOIo JICYCHUs, JJIUTCIIbHOCTU PEMHUCCUN U CTa6l/IJ'l])HOCTl/I
M3MEHEHU MHUKPOOWOTH KHIIEUHHKA y manueHToB ¢ SK,
TpeOyIOTCs MaNbHEHIIne HAOMIONCHNS 32 STUMH HallHeHTa-
MU U aHAJIU3 KUIICYHOTO MUKPOOHOMA MOCIC TI0CIIE/ Y FOLIIX
npouenyp @T.
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