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Abstract

For the first time, lactogenic action of parenteral administration of the extract from the pituitary gland was detected in
Russia (Azimov, Krouze, 1937). However, stimulation of milk production with the help of growth hormone injections is
associated with a number of shortcomings. The aim of this work was to study the effects of oral administration of genetically
engineered recombinant strain of Lactobacillus sp. 8 RAZ (pLF-SL2), Reg. No. B-7495, expressing synthesis of growth
hormone releasing factor (GH-RF) in digestive tract, to enhance the milk production in ruminants. In the experiment I,
conducted on goats, the recombinant preparation was given as feed additive to 5 goats on the 3rd month of lactation daily for 6
weeks at a dose of 25x10° CFU per day, 5 goats served as control. In experiment |1, a recombinant preparation was given to 8
cows at 4-5 months of lactation at a dose of 26x109 CFU per day for 2 months (group 1), the original non-recombinant strain
was given to 8 cows at the same dose (group 2), 8 cows fed basic diet served as control. Experiment 111 was carried out on
three groups of cows at the 3-4™ month of lactation, 10 cows each. The cows of group 1 were fed a recombinant probiotic daily
at a dose of 200x10° CFU per day, and group 2 at a dose of 1000x10° CFU daily. The control group of cows received only the
basic diet. In all experiments, the recombinant preparation stimulated milk production and increased the conversion of feed
into milk components after three-week lag period. In goats of experimental group, the daily milk yield (DMY) during the last
2-3 weeks was higher by 23.5% (P<0.05) than in control group. In experiment I, during the last 5 weeks, DMY in group 1 was
more by 10% (P<0.05) compared to group 2 and by 8.1% (P<0.05) compared to group 3. In experiment I1l, DMY in groups 1
and 2 was higher by 6.3 and 13.2% (P<0.05), respectively, in comparison with control. The data obtained show that the use of
recombinant strains of lactic acid bacteria expressing GH-RF may be an alternative to the use of injections of growth hormone
in order to increase the milk productivity and quality of milk in ruminants.

Keywords: goats, cows, recombinant Lactobacillus strain, growth hormone releasing factor, milk production.

Maxkap 3.H.*, Xapuronos E.JL%, @ Yepenanos r.r.

L2 3BHN ¢dusronornn, GMOXUMHHU U IMTaHUS KUBOTHBIX - ¢uran OHLI sxxuBorHoBoxcTBa - BVDK M. JLK. DpHcera,
Poccus

* Koppecnionaupyrowuii aBropa (zinoviy.makar[at]mail.ru)

[Momyuena: 16.11.2019; Jopaborana: 02.12.2019; Omy6aukoBana: 16.12.2019

JJAKTOI'EHHOE BJIMAHUE ITPOBUOTUYECKOI'O ITPEITAPATA
PEKOMBHUHAHTHBIX JIAKTOBALINJIJI C TEHOM COMATOJIMBEPUHA Y
AKBAYHbIX

Hayunas craTbs

AHHOTAIIUSA

BriepBele JakTOreHHOE JEWCTBHE MapeHTEpabHOIO BBEACHUS JKCTpakTa M3 rumodusa Obuto oOHapyxkeHo B Poccum
(Azumos, Kpys, 1937). OnHako CTUMYIISIINS MOJIOYHON MTPOAYKTUBHOCTH C IIPUMEHEHHEM IEepOpaIbHOTO BBEICHUS TOPMOHA
pocTa cBsi3aHa C PAAOM HenocTaTKoB. Llenb maHHOI paboTH - m3ydeHne 3¢ ¢GeKToB MPUMEHEHHUS PEKOMOMHAHTHOTO HITaMMa
JIAKTOOAIMIIZI C TEHOM COMAaToiHOepHHa B KadecTBE KOPMOBOH J00aBKM JUIS ITTOBBIICHHWS MOJOYHOW IPOXYKTHBHOCTH
’KBAYHBIX KHBOTHBIX. B ImepBOM oOIbITE, MPOBEJCHHOM Ha KO3ax, MpemapaT pekomOuHaHTHOro mramma Lactobacillus sp. 8
PA3 (pLF-SL2), per. Ne B-7495 c remom comaTtonmOeprHa CKapMJIMBaJl B COCTaBe KOMOMKOpMa 5 Ko3aM Ha 3-M Mecsie
JNIAKTAIMH ©XKeIHEBHO B TedeHne 6 Hemenb B 03¢ 25x10° KOE Ha roJIOBY, 5 KO3 CIYXHWIH KOHTposieM. Bo BTopom ombiTe
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PEeKOMOMHAHTHBIN NPOOMOTHK JaBain 8 KopoBaM Ha 4-5 Mecsle JakTaluu B J103€ 26x10° KOE ua TOJIOBY B TEUEHUE 2
Mecsnes (1-g rpynma), UCXOMHBIM HE PeKOMOWHAHTHBIM INITaMM JaBajd 8 KOpOBaM B TOW jke mo3e (2-s rpymma), 8 Kopos
CIIYXKWJIM KOHTpoJIeM. TpeTHii OnbIT MPOBEJEH Ha TpeX rpynmax KOopoB Ha 3-4-M Mecsue jJakTauud 1mo 10 roioB B Kaskmow.
[epBoii TpynIe *UBOTHBIX €XKETHEBHO CKaPMIIMBAIM PEKOMOMHAHTHBINA NMPpoOHOTHK B 1o3e 200 x10° KOE ua TOJNOBY, 2-i
Ipymnmne — B 03¢ 1000x10° KOE na ronoBy. KoHTponbHas rpynna KOpoB IOIydaja TOJIBKO OCHOBHOH paiuoH. Bo Beex
OIBITaX TpenapaT CTUMYJIHPOBAJ MOJOKOOOpa3OBaHWE M MOBBIMIAT KOHBEPCHIO KOPMa B KOMIIOHEHTHI MOJIOKA. Y KO3,
TIOTYYaBIINX TIperapaT, CyTOUHbIH yJoi B TedeHue mocieaHnx 2-3 Hexenb Obl1 Bhimie Ha 23,5% (P<0.05), yem B KOHTpoOIIE.
Bo BTOpOM OIIBITE HAa MPOTSHKEHUH TTOCTECIHNUX S5 Henenb ynoi B 1-it rpymmne 6sut 6onbire Ha 10% (P<0,05) mo cpaBHeHHIO CO
2-i1 rpymmoit u Ha 8,1% (P< 0,05) o cpaBHenuto ¢ 3-if rpynmoid. B Tperbem ombiTe ymoii B 1-it 1 2-# rpynmax ObUT BhIIE Ha
6,3 u 13.2% COOTBETCTBEHHO B CPaBHEHHMH C KOHTPOJEM. 3aKJIIOUMIM, YTO TNPUMEHEHHE PEKOMOMHAHTHBIX IITAMMOB
MOJIOYHOKHUCIIBIX OakTepuii ¢ T€HOM COMAaTONMOEpHHAa MOXKET OBITh peajbHOM ajJbTepHATUBON NMPUMEHEHHIO WHBEKIMH U
MMIUTAaHTAlUH COMATOTPOITHOIO TOPMOHA C LIEIbIO MOBBIIIEHUS MOJIOYHON MPOTYKTUBHOCTHU KBAUHBIX JKUBOTHBIX.

KuiroueBble €j10Ba: KO03bI, KOPOBBI, IPOOMOTHKH, JTaKTOOAIMIUIBI, PEKOMOWHAHTHBIC IITAMMBI, COMATOIHOCPHH,
MOJIOYHAs IPOAYKTUBHOCTb.

1. Introduction

For the first time, lactogenic action of the extract from the pituitary gland was detected in Russia [1]. With periodic
parenteral administration of the preparation from the pituitary to cows, an increase in milk yield was observed. In subsequent
years, numerous studies have established that somatotropic hormone (STH, GH) has a pronounced stimulating effect on the
milk production in ruminants [2,], [3], [4], [5], [6], [7], [8], [9].- Growth hormone releasing factor (GH-RF) is a 44 amino acid
peptide hormone, produced in the arcuate nucleus of the hypothalamus. The arcuate nucleus of the hypothalamus plays an
important role in the dopaminergic control of the secretion of growth hormone, vasopressin, prolactin and regulation of the
estrous cycle. GH-RF is released from the neurosecretory nerve endings of arquate neurons and is transferred by the
hypothalamic-pituitary portal system to the anterior pituitary gland, where it stimulates the secretion of growth hormone.

The stimulation of milk production with GH injections is associated with a number of shortcomings, but in a number of
studies, including long chronic experiments, it has been shown that injections of GH-RF increase the level of endogenous GH
in the blood and milk production in cows [10], [11]. It was previously shown that the absorption of low molecular weight
peptides into blood is an important physiological process in animals, including ruminants [12], [13]. In this connection, it has
been promising to use live recombinant strains of bacteria producing GH-RF by oral administration.

In previous studies, it was found that when feeding probiotic recombinant strains of lactobacilli carrying a genetic
engineering construct with GH-RF gene, biological effects are observed in experimental animals, suggesting an increase in the
secretion of GH — an increase in body weight gain, an increase in the proportion of muscle tissue, and a decrease fat in the
carcass, an increase in the ploidy of the hepatocyte nuclei and another effect [14].

The aim of this work was to study the possibility of using a recombinant strain of Lactobacillus sp. 8 RAZ (pLF-SL2),
expressing formation of GH-RF in digestive tract, to enhance the milk production in ruminants.

2. Material and methods

Characteristic of the recombinant lactobacilli preparation.

Preparations of lactobacilli were prepared in the laboratory of biotechnology in Institute of Animal Physiology,
Biochemistry and Nutrition, Borovsk, Russian Federation. Method for the production of genetic engineering recombinant
bacterial strains have been described previously [15], [16]. The principle is to use the rep-operon transcribed in any recipient of
plasmids of the pLF family. In the spacer region between the repA and repB genes, the Hindlll and Hindll restriction enzyme
sites are located, and any sequence cloned into these sites, including the synthetic sequence encoding GH-RF, will be
transcribed if the cloning does not interfere with plasmid replication. Selection of recombinants was carried out on selective
plates with chloramphenicol. The analysis of the obtained transforms allowed selecting the target construct - plasmid pLF-SL2.
It contains a double dose of GH-RF gene and before each of the duplicated coding regions there is a bacterial signal of
translation.

Experiments on lactating ruminants. Three experiments were performed using recombinant strain of Lactobacillus sp. 8
RAZ (pLF-SL2), one on the goats and two on the cows.

Experiments on goats. Experiment | was conducted on two groups of goats, 5 goats each, on 3rd month of lactation. The
experiment consisted of two periods, the initial (2 weeks) and main (6 weeks). At the end of the initial period, groups of
animals were formed, analogues for live weight, productivity, lactation phase and age. Animals were contained in individual
cells. Goats of the control and experimental groups received the basic diet. In the main period, each goat of the experimental
group fed 35 ml of a liquid preparation of recombinant Lactobacillus sp. 8 times (pLF-SL2), B-7495 with a GH-RF gene at a
dose of 25x10° CFU per day. In the course of the experiment, milk productivity and feed intake were determined daily. The
content of protein and fat in milk was determined twice a week. The dry matter content of the animal feeds was evaluated and
its consumption for milk produced (corrected for 4% fat content) were calculated.

Experiments on cows. Experiment 11 was carried out by the method of groups and periods on 3 groups of cows, 8 cows
each, on the 4"-5" month of lactation. The groups were balanced for milk productivity, lactation phase and age. All cows
received a diet containing hay, straw, molasses, sunflower meal, gluten, concentrate and contained dry matter — 15,2 kg,
metabolizable energy —162 MJ, crude protein — 1952 g, fiber — 2792 g.

In the main period of experiment, group 1 of animals fed within 2 months a recombinant Lactobacillus sp. 8 time (pLF-
SL2) at a dose of 26 billion CFU per head (test group), and group 2 fed preparation of the original strain Lactobacillus sp. in
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the same dose (control 1). The cows of group 3 fed only basic diet). Feed intake, daily milk yield (DMY) weekly, fat and
protein content in milk were determined once every two weeks. In the main period of the experiment, blood probes were taken
from the jugular vein to determine the concentration of NEFA.

Experiment 111 was carried out by the method of groups and periods on three groups of cows, 10 cows each, on the 3-4th
month of lactation. During 6 weeks in the preliminary period, the mean DMY and milk composition were determined to adjust
the balancing groups. All cows received a basic diet containing hay grass, herbage silage, corn flakes (oats, vetch), cornmeal,
sunflower cake, concentrates (oats, barley) and contained dry matter — 16,68 kg, metabolizable energy —149.9 MJ, crude
protein — 1809 g. In the main period, in group 1 daily within 2 months, the preparation of the recombinant Lactobacillus sp.
strain with GH-RF gene was given as feed additive at a dose of 200 billion CFU per cow, and in group 2 at a dose of 1000
billion CFU per cow. Cows of control group were fed only the basic diet. In the course of the experiment, DMY, feed
consumption weekly, and content of protein and fat in milk biweekly were measured.

3. Results

Experiment on goats. The addition of recombinant lactobacilli to the feed of goats did not affect significantly the live
weight of animals and feed intake during the experiment. Milk productivity in all animals decreased during the course of the
experiment, however feeding of the recombinant preparation inhibited this decline (table 1). The animals of both groups did
not differ in the mean DMY in the initial period and in the first two weeks of the main period of the experiment. In the next
two-week period (5-6 weeks) of the experiment, there was a clear trend towards an increase in DMY by 20% in the goats of
experimental group, compared to the control group. Over the next two weeks of the main period of the experiment, this
difference became even more contrasting (by 26.5%, P<0.05).

Table 1 — Daily milk yield and milk composition in goats (experiment I, M+SE, n=5)

Periods of Control group Experimental group
experiment | Weeks | pmy, G | BREFEIR | paT 06 | DMy, | BREIEIRL | pAT, 06
Initial 1-20 | 1388+186 | 3,5620,05 | 4.21*0.17 | 13754113 | 3.36£0,16 | 4344021
3-4 | 12874190 | 3,2240,08 | 3.65%0.16 | 12924109 | 3.22+0.11 | 3,81:0,14
Main 5-6 987+83 | 3,10+0,09 | 3.56+0,50 | 1186+110 | 3,29+0,18 | 3,82+0,16
7-8 942+¢70 | 3,09+0,07 | 3.92+0.14 | 1792+93* | 3.43#0.11* | 4,03+0,09

Note: * P<0.05 by t-test vs control.

In experimental group, the milk protein content in the first two weeks of the main period decreased in the same way as in
the control animals. However, after 5 weeks of using recombinant preparation, the decrease in milk protein concentration
ceased and it began to increase. During the last two weeks of the main period, the level of milk protein in the goat of
experimental group increased by 11% vs control (table 2, P<0.05). The use of the recombinant probiotic preparation reduced
the consumption of feed dry matter for 1 kg of milk, corrected for 4% fat content.

In the initial period of the experiment, the goats of the control and experimental groups did not differ significantly in either
the production of milk, corrected for 4% fat content, or in the efficiency of using feed dry matter for milk production. The daily
production of fat corrected milk in both groups of goats decreased during the course of the experiment, while the consumptions
of feed dry matter per 1 kg of milk increased.

So, there were no significant differences between groups of animals on these traits in the first two weeks of the main
period of experiment. However, in the following weeks, the experimental group significantly exceeded the control group for
the production of fat corrected milk (P<0.05), while the dry feed consumption for its synthesis significantly decreased
compared to the control group (table 2, P<0.05). During the last two weeks of the main period, 1.9 g of feed dry matter was
required to synthesize 1 g of milk in the control group, and only 1.5 g (P<0.05) in the experimental group.

Table 2 — Effect of feeding recombinant probiotic on the milk productivity and costs of feed dry matter for 1 kg of fat
corrected milk in goats (M+SE, n = 5)

Control group Experimental group
ei%relz?icrj;eonft Weexs & ,\%EEL PR%CT FEED/ MILK"
ION, G —_ ION, G
1-20 1439+178 | L40£011 | 1463+94 1,34+0,07
3-4 1137+116 | L.67#0,10 | 1223+100 1,57+0,09
Initial 5-6 879+41 2,02+0,04 | 1118+81* 1,64+0,06*
7-8 937+69 189+0,07 | 1202+101* 1,49+0,07*

Notes:+ g feed dry matter/g milk; * P <0.05 vs control.
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Thus, the results of the experiment on goats indicate that the feeding of recombinant Lactobacillus preparation inhibits the
decrease in milk production during lactation and raises the efficiency of using the feed for the synthesis of milk components.

Experiment on cows. In the initial period of the experiment I1, the mean DMY in the experimental, control 1 and control 2
groups was the same (20.0-20.4 kg). During the first three weeks after the initiation of feeding recombinant preparation, there
was no significant intergroup difference in mean DMY (table 3), but from the 4th week of the main period, the DMY began to
increase in the experimental group. During the last five weeks of the main experiment period, the yield in the experimental
group increased by an average by 10% (P<0.05) compared with the control 1 group, in which the original lactobacillus
preparation was fed and by 8.1% (P<0.05) as compared to control 2 group (table 4).

Table 3 — Effect of feeding lactobacilli preparations on milk yield in cows (experiment Il) (M£SE, n = 8)

Initial period Main period
Mean DMY’Ir:(EtJhe Mean difference between
Groups Mean DMY, For first 3 subsequent 5 experimental and control
kg g cows-analogues over
weeks weeks

subsequent 5 weeks + SE'

Experimental | 20,0+0,70 21,6+0,90 22,840,91
Control 1° 20,4+0,79 21,741,02 20,7+0,96 2,01+0,84**?
Control 2°¢ 20,4+0,78 21,5+1,08 21,1+0,75 1,65+0,68**°

Notes: # preparation of recombinant lactobacilli strain; ® preparation of initial lactobacilli strain; © basic diet; ™ for cows-
analogues for productivity in the experimental and control groups; *P <0.05 by t-test when comparing variants *® and <,

The experimental animals of all three groups did not differ significantly in the protein content of the milk. Its concentration
was the lowest in the initial period of the experiment, and the highest at the end of the main period (table 4). Feeding
recombinant strain promoted a tendency to increase in the fat content in milk. In the main period of the experiment, the
concentration of milk fat decreased in the control 1 and control 2 groups, and it increased in the experimental group.

At the beginning of the main period, there were no significant differences between the groups on the feed consumption for
milk production, and in the next five weeks they increased in 1 and 2 control groups by 14.5 (P<0.05) and 10.4%, respectively
(P<0.05) as compared to the experimental group (table 5).

It is known that when an exogenous GH is administered to animals in large doses, the content of nonesterified fatty acids
(NEFA) in the blood increases substantially as a result of enhanced lipolysis (Etherton, Bauman, 1998, Tucker, 2000).
However, when small amounts of GH are administered, the growth of milk production may not be accompanied by an increase
in the concentration of NEFA (Baldi et al., 2002; Chiado et al., 2000). In our experience, in the group of animals that received
the recombinant Lactobacillus strain, there was a tendency for an increase in the NEFA content in the blood plasma relative to
both control groups.

Table 4 — Effect of feeding lactobacilli preparations on milk composition in cows (experiment Il) (M+SE, n = 8)

Periods _Control 1 b _Control 2° Experimental group 8
Protein, % Fat, % Protein, % Fat, % Protein, % Fat, %
Initial 3,31+0,13 4,16x0,17 | 3,33+0,08 | 4,27+0,38 | 3,49+0,12 4,54+0,28
Main, first 3 weeks 3,48+0,10 4,07£0,23 | 3,47t£0,07 | 3,91+0,22 | 3,70+0,08 4,67%0,28
next 5 weeks 3,74£0,09 4,192£0,32 | 3,73+0,06 | 4,11+0,20 | 3,91+0,09 5,04+0,07

Notes: @ recombinant strain of lactobacilli; ® initial strain of lactobacilli; ¢ basic diet.

Table 5 — Effect of feeding lactobacilli preparations on feed dry matter consumption for milk production in cows
(experiment Il) (M£SE, n = 8)

Main period
Feed consumption, kg for 1 kg of milk Mean difference between
Groups .
experiment and control over the
For first 3 weeks In past 5 weeks past 5 weeks + SE'

Experimental “ 0,830+0,034 0,801+0,036

Control 1° 0,823+0,043 0,917+0,047 0,115+0,035**°
Control 2°¢ 0,846+0,045 0,884+0,041 0,082+0,032* *¢

Notes: ® preparation of the recombinant strain of lactobacilli; ® preparation of an initial strain of lactobacilli;  basic diet; '
for analogous animals in the experimental and control groups; *P <0.05 by t-test when comparing variants ** and ®<,

In the experiment I1l, conducted on cows, the average daily yield in the control 1, control 2 and experimental groups in
the initial period were the same (13.9, 14.0 and 13.7 kg, respectively). Feeding the recombinant preparation did not
significantly affect milk composition, but had a positive effect on mean DMY and production of milk protein and fat (table 6,
7).
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Table 6 — Effect of feeding recombinant lactobacilli preparations on composition of milk in cows (experiment 111, M+SE,

n=10)
Groups Initial period _ Main period _
Fat, % Protein, % Fat, % Protein, %
Experimental 4,02+0,14 2,760,07 4,42+0,14 3,10+0,06
Experimental 4,37+0,18 2,77+0,08 4,56x0,22 3,07+0,07
Control ¢ 3,71+0,22 2,72+0,08 4,31+0,23 3,12+0,05*

Notes: 2 dose of 200 billion CFU per day; °dose of 1000 billion CFU per day; ° basic diet; *P<0.05 by t-test vs control.

The recombinant preparation at a dose of 200 billion CFU per day increased the average daily yield by 6.3%, and in a dose
of 1000 billion CFU — by 13.2% (P<0.05) compared to the control (table 6). The production of milk fat increased by 12.3 and
11.5% (P<0.05), respectively, and milk protein by 4.5 and 13.6% (P<0.05), respectively, compared with control (table 7, 8).

Thus, the results of our experiments showed that feeding preparation of recombinant lactobacilli increases the milk
productivity and efficiency of using feed for the synthesis of milk components. Since this effect was manifested when
compared with both control groups, it can be concluded that the stimulation of milk production and efficiency of feed
conversion into milk components was due to an increase in the level of growth hormone as an effect of releasing GH
synthesized in recombinant lactobacilli.

Table 7 — Effect of feeding recombinant lactobacilli preparations on milk yield in cows (experiment I, M£SE, n=10)

Initial period Main period
Groups I\/Iegn difference
Mean DMY, kg Mean DMY, kg experlment-TcontroI +
SE
Experimental 14,0+0,63 15,3+0,88 0,940,99
Experimental 13,7+0,61 16,3+0,66 1,940,77*"°
Control © 13,9+0,91 14,4+1,19

Notes: here and in table 8: ® dose of 200 billion CFU per day; ° dose of 1000 billion CFU per day; © basic diet; ' for
analogous animals in the control and experimental groups; * P <0.05 by t-test vs control.

Table 8 — Effect of feeding recombinant lactobacilli preparations on milk fat and protein production in cows (experiment

I11, M+SE, n=10)
Initial period Main period
Mean difference . Mean difference
Groups Fat, g Protein,g | Fat, g experiment- Protein, experiment-
control £ SE 9 control £ SE
Experimental 582+40 384+15 | 683+48 75,0£70,2 468+25 20,4+20,5
Experimental 508+30 375+25 | 678+33 69,9+31,6 509+25 61,0+17,0*
Control © 545+49 383+26 | 608+80 448+32

4, Discussion and conclusion

The disadvantage of known methods of stimulating productivity of animals through the introduction of STH is the need for
periodic injections, the high cost of preparations and the laboriousness of these methods. Therefore, the development of
inexpensive ways to increase the secretion of endogenous STH in productive animals is of practical interest in terms of
increasing productivity and improving product quality. At the same time, further research is needed to realize the potential
merits of this approach. If the use of protein and peptide hormones by parenteral administration is widely approved, the use of
live recombinant strains of bacteria expressing the formation of these hormones by oral administration, by some researchers is
considered to date as problematic. Supporters of this point of view motivate their position by the fact that protein molecules
and peptides are not absorbed in intact form from the intestines of animals. However, this view is obsolete, since the absorption
of proteins from the intestine was established by numerous experiments on animals and isolated tissues, and some researchers
have demonstrated the passage of high-molecular peptides through the isolated jejunum of animals [12], [ [13], 20].

The physiological effect of recombinant bacteria nesting the digestive tract may depend on a variety of factors, including
the level of transcription of the cloned gene and the efficiency of translation of foreign mRNA, the efficiency of transport of
the synthesized peptide from the intestine, and other factors.

The absence of a lactogenic effect of recombinant lactobacilli during the first three weeks after the initiation of their
feeding in our experiments seems to be explained by the fact that during this period, the content of the rumen becomes infested
with bacteria, and stable associative links in its ecosystem are created that contribute to the growth of their population.

Colonization activity of bacteria is characterized by their ability to adhere to epithelial cells of the intestinal mucosa.
Bacteria that grow slowly but attach to the intestinal wall, can colonize the intestine, while non-adherent species are
compensated for by increasing the growth rate. Attachment provides a microorganism resistance to leaching from the intestine
during peristaltic flow of contents. It follows from this that if a bacterial strain can occupy places of adhesion on the intestinal
wall, as is characteristic of many species of lactobacilli, then it takes root in the digestive tract [21]. Important from the point of
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view of biological safety is that the obtained recombinant strains can not transfer the vector plasmid further, which minimizes
the danger of its dissemination in nature with large-scale use of strains [15].

On the whole, the data obtained in this investigation, suggest that oral administration of genetically engineered
recombinant preparation of lactic acid bacteria expressing GH-RF in digestive tract may be an alternative to the use of
hormone injections with the aim to increase the milk productivity and improving the quality of products in ruminant animals.
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