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I AL e X B i 3 R SR IR Y IR
NG E W, BE S B 2 BE BRI (Fecal
streptococci) . HR ZF MuAT i (Clostridia) . Bt i
(Enterobacteria) 1 /i 2k i (Pediococci), {Hj/RL A
i 23 {1 PR it 7 (Pseudomonas aeruginosa), JUHZ
5% 2K 14 (Streptococcus) F1 i #F 14 (Enterobacterium)
HARTEE AR, SRIETE 24 h ZINEEA
TE AR AT APAG I O R NS ) 43
AN ZL T (Lactobacilli), S 1 ZLEEFF B AT LATE
MG 1 d SRS 4 h XSRREERE i e,
24 h ZNTE+ 480 . [l . Bl et 6
RS 3 K, 768 MmE AT Re W 7 2 32
FRATHA . BEBREA . BRI (Enterococcus) Al R i T
P (Escherichia coli), [ & i 3K 0 Rz 2K 17 == o)
- RAE /N 808 T, T e AR xR et
AR 2 RRS T+ =35, =, 1
HIAE A B (10°-10° CFU/g INEYD) . XU AFRTE
YR AG HRRE /3 B BIEJRTE 4 RIS AT DLy s
F (535, DR XS i P R0 el A A R R 22
HHLLZREMER AL, LU 3R N LR PTRLR
AT 7RI SRR I T X — A, R
Al REXTTE R AVE A A5,

X Jigp T A= ) T 45 ) 2 I B A L U Y
K& EMUE . A, WA+ 3 m A
i ) ML G A 0 TR R E AL LR 56— > 2 Jl e 22 A gl
AL T, (HRRFAN T SR T I R R F
% ) & BB AT i (Bifidobacterium) i 481 AT B
(Bacteroides). 2-6 J& & XS U E MR E
FLIRAT T A2 /N b ME— 3% 5i 4778 B T2 S
S 10* cfulg N o BOIR ZE AT R
(Clostridia) )7 ftill % & 10°-10* CFU/g N &1,
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FEA S IR 2 B B B IR R OIR ZF M A
(Clostridium welchii). 5 i H DX 0 55 BR B (T4 1k
HERRIER)TE 2 Jm S E, HLUS BT R,
6 Jil 2y X SE AR ) A TR R — /N
VFZ s B AR ZE R AU O A 4-6 R0,
T M A ] 5 1 A 0 PR X Jigg A0 TR R K R
2SR, B XS R H IS0 T8 A R AR A
HOR BT S, AW IE 19 B — A X BCER A R Y
DGGE (Denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis)4c
WM 3 HIRA 7 HiS . 14-28 HR A1 49 H il
B R BN — A o PSR R B S — A
SEZRMZRBEBVERAE ; 721 H AN 21-28 H % [91ip
TR FELS RS, (0 3 HERA 49 H & W% A B
iy AR SRS E e

2 R E B A 2 E A

X 1) A 1 i 1 B B AN W] B A Eh e
T 4% A B TAE v (R 1), BEEXSRIA
W s, H g i g — A X B R R B B AR Y
TR LS o 35 3R AR 55 35 1245 B A0 09 iz 18 T Ak
YRR B A — 3, RIS B oA R
2%, A BB HH T — A DA R AR METE AR S 1L 2
BRI Mz, ERlFREERTHE A
TET 3t 7 A A0S g 3 R AR Y A A i i
AW R R RE TR T . AR R AR AT R
(Proteobacteria) /& FHE A1 ], HF) 90%LL |-, A
117-288 4w Jm , & FE AR 2R KR
(Clostridium) . 7% & Bk % J& (Ruminococcus) . #ELFT
14 J& (Bacteroides) . ¥k [ (Enterococcus) Fll LR i
(Lactobacillus)*’~*8, 16S rRNA 3t [ ¥ 51k - iR
FICAFE: PRI XS 1) 8 A gy T GO D TR 2 =2 B
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PERA L, FLRWERTERpIE (T 48 . =W
[l ) e (>35%), 1EmRgEh 2 ki m
Hrp LAREBR LA (Lactobacillus acidophilus) i
W FLFF % (Lactobacillus salivarius) WAL#F . &
Hh 22 DARR AR 25 AT 1A (Clostridia) 1 #80AT 1 )&
(Bacteroides)} 3= (2 40%), HoAth#r = 12 2EHT
[ (Faecalibacterium prausnitzii) (14%). KuHFiE
(11%) . FL M2 = (7%) #1988 5 ER 7§ (Ruminococcus)
(6%)1510, T 8 T A R b, RTEm I (H
6l . 25l . i) 52 10°-10° CFU/g
NEY, FBRWEGER. EM)FHEEAN
10"°-10" CFU/g NP,

MR A8 T B A T T2 B o 2% P M St PR AU
AR IR AR Z I8 TREIRFLAF A . MEWRFLAT
T 11 FLAF 7 (Lactobacillus aviarius), [ 38 4%
AW 53 B B AR KA TR . RS ve R A T
(Klebsiella ozaenae) . fifi & 5 B 1A i (Klebsiella
pneumoniae) . %% 12 #j % Bk & (Staphylococcus
lentus) . B H4EK # (Micrococcus luteus). ;=<
FF i (Enteroaerogen) . £ {5 )it 4 (Pseudomonas
aeruginosa) . fIi T & (Eubacterium) F1 /\ & BR I
(Sarcina), FLERAFI . MHIEAFEE . 2% FHPEER N
G IR AL RE RN Wb o 3], M HA
M2 0 el v 12 i 4 g 1 1Y g o L AT T 0 4
IAEXG I S 1-7 d e 24k, 14 d ZJ5 1
PASFRERAS T8 e 7 S AR I 3 ) s e VLA
i# (Lactobacillus salivarius). BEEER . B0 RHL
FF % (Lactobacillus reuteri) FiIg R FLAF 7 , L HE &
PR A 2L AT IR (Lactobacillus crispatus), 2 [RELFF
By A W
(Lactobacillus gallinarum) Az " i 2L AT F& F ) — 2
Pt FLERFT TR — LE T 1) 2H B AEXG Y 26 i SR I N 25

I (Lactobacillus johnsonii)

A, LLINRERRFLAT I . MEWRFLATIA, IR
Wi B, M IRFLAR . ARIE . Bl
FFER . 4 2L A B AR E # FLAT B (Lactobacillus
starch) 5 2¢ AT LA I 21 9 UL AT 18t 1T LA
PIAT RS PUREEAS P2 i v 43 s 5]

WU i FHAR pH, RO R B T8 i 1k
Beth 4 A A 2 BH - 20 B8 1 A G v g 1 A e, L
B S SRR FLRAT R I ek . AL
B B A AT T AR B RO R . b, e ARSI
RN RN Ak Hh & IR R 24 2 B0 A LR TR
5 S LR A AN LA A O e G R DR H
RO TR IR H AR % PO L DA A K i
BB, LR A s,

T AR A AN T R AR, R I
%, (% pH, BEBEARFIIR Ve ARG RS, e
MDA TR (RERR T . AT ERET . ZLIRAT AR
FFENIBL T+ 8B A s IR A
RS 9-13 d /NG + 48 b BNz B EE Y
G H LT E 1Y, 16 14 B+ 48
PBOARZEMIAT B . BEEREA . AT o o L BR AT 81 AR
B, e AR LR AT AR LB A H i
i3 el

XS0/ N (25 W T80 i ) Tl A ) 3 R R DR AR
W, AR . FLRRAT A ARG, A
PRAR T 22U 14 (Eubacteriaceae) . N ER AT A
B R IR ZE AT
(Clostridium welchii) F1 H il #2 AR 28 B #F B
(Clostridium)®* 7 /N iz 4 s s 36 4, T4 A0 Tl 9%
PEREAR, RV BR A 25 {75 2R 455 0 8 1 T A B A
Ko FIFHANEE TR Jrids, [l 1 4 B 2% B Ak
Jr s 1 KK 10° CFUIg Y n g w4k )5 3 d /Y
10° CFU/g, T HAEZ A 30 d fREsHI R,

(Propionibacterium)
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RSAE 3 H WS [E i A F A LR AN AR [T,
DL K- A Al HORR % 0 PR [0 i v 40
i 70% (16S rRNA JERFH) 22U A i, FRm
KL TR (Clostridiaceae) (11%) . 43K 1% (6.5%)
FIIAER T (6.5%) M) 7523 fi A FLBRFF TR AR T A5
B H I TsE N, (B8 [ AR H AR 91,
/I v 4385 30 1 g K A 28 7 BK T (Enterococcus
faecalis) Fl1BR % 1K % (Enterococcus faecium)™, #2:4k
ZEUAT B 9 & LB H #E 10°-10* CFUIg MY, H
SRRSOy B B R IIAR 2,

TEXS 1) 15 7 T8 20 T R AR 2 R
R E I (10°-10" CFU/g 2%, L8 i — 2k
HR T i TR R 426 D AR T 4 T R 0 R TR AR Y
14 HEEAM], 5w m s mE ) —il o, (&
Ve g5, A E A R ) A TR R A 2
YIS T WA= 0 TR IR 8 52 e P ol 3 TR AR R R 3R
R0, 14 HREPIXS I 40w ™A% DR AU 2
£, 355 2% PHAE DR 48 B3R T (Anaerobic Gram-positive
cocci). fLAF & (Eubacterium) . #A4R ZFMIFT # &
(Clostridium) . 5 K & (Gemmiger) . ®RIEFT &
(Fusobacterium) #4201 1% J& (Bacteriodes) JL - 44 i
TEB AR, 5 R S E B
YRR T7%2 ™A AR L, FEEA R
2% B i 2 FE MR  (Pleomorphic cocci) (5.2%)
k5% EK 1 J& (Peptostreptococcus) (1.5%) . %24 FH
PEFF # (Gram-positive rods) [36.1% M55 % N B2+
i (Propionibacterium acnes) #1141 i (Eubacterium
sp.)] . 2= B MR HE TR [18.6% Ry AR AR 2K
(Bacteroides clostridiiformis)] . E 8 Jitg 2% #F
(B. hypermegas)Fi1Jffi 55 2541 1 (B. fragilis) Fl 2 Mutt
1 [15.79% 21K 2F MU AT 7 (Clostridium sp.)], Pifh2s
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TR ) S R A TRT (O == H 2 3ok T R K T 7T ) #49 ig
THRIA 17.5%HERECS, X ik M2l P A e
Iz AR ROIREZREVE, XS E A YA
AT — R R R A FY, FAERER
SO R B e 2 A S DR 290 RS T N )
2B Wk BT R A 2 89% (16S rRNA JE[H J741))
R ARG KB B[R 1 (Clostridium leptum)
UM TR JE (Sporomusa sp.) . #LEK#R B (Clostridium
coccoides) . A7 iE %[44 (Enterics)], T
B Bf (Bacteroides group) . %2 JL X 7 AT B I A
(Bifidobacterium infantis subgroup) Fi i . fifd
(Pseudomonas sp.) A% 5% , AE—FP H b BB A F)
20600, 49 H I ARG B R b AR T R
(Clostridiaceae-related) (16S rRNA SCJER3))AH
M F 5 (65%), FHLIRZEMIEAT I (Fusobacterium)
(14%) . FL1 #F #i (Lactobacillus) (8%) F 42l #F
(Bacteroides) (5%)"°), 34 i B RE A A 7 e oty
PRI, X 2N B X RS B I 7 A g ) L
AR WS 0E  b 2 A A R R
T Gtk A0 BT 4 25 i 25 AT 1 2

FEMYTRAE YR 2 U ok B S T AN TR 43
B B T A R A . AR A DA 5L H
A 2GR, HAPWA RS R (Clostridiaceae ,
Unclassified Clostridiales) 52 # A 5%, B4R 5
FLIR T (Lactobacillus) Al K i T B/ B i A 5689,
ZERE 53 M AT LLSRAS 5 W v S 43 T A W i 2 4
e, FERERTE I NS YIREA AT 88.55% 114 7>
FHoL(0TUs), B —FEEAZET HME— OTUs
e B XS HEREANE W N 2 W M R R 41
BUAEVE T FR MR GRE AR, BN AEYhe sk
A E Y, TR AR RER,
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Table 1.

BRHEPHRENL. RFESHEEXEE]. HO). #(). B)WZEELF, FitFERE. REMBEANER
Spatial distribution of the most common and abundant bacterial taxa (phylum, order (0.), family (f.),

genus) in the gastro-intestinal tract (GIT) of chickens irrespective of age, diet and technique differences

GIT location Bacterial phyla Bacteria genera Techniques used References
(per g of content)
Crop Firmicutes Lactobacillus Culture; 16S rDNA [19-23]
(10%-10° CFU/g) sequencing and cloning
Actinobacteria Bifidobacterium
Proteobacteria Enterobacter
Gizzard Firmicutes Lactobacillus, Enterococcus 16S rDNA sequencing [19]
(10-108 CFU/g) and cloning
Proteobacteria Enterobacter
Duodenum Firmicutes Lactobacillus, Streptococcus, Staphylococcus Culture; 16S rDNA [13,15,24]

Proteobacteria

Jejunum, Illeum Firmicutes
(most of the studies

are conducted in

ileum;

10%-10° CFU/g)

Bacteroides/
Cytophaga/
Flexibacter/
Protobacteria

Actinobacteria/
Cyanobacteria
Firmicutes/
(44%—56%)

Caeca
(10%°-10" CFU/g)

Bacteroides/
Cytophaga/
Flexibacter/
(23%—46%)
Proteobacteria
(1%—16%)
Actinobacteria
Methanogenic
Archaea
(0.81%)

Colorectum/Faeces Firmicutes

Proteobacteria

Enterobacter

Lactobacillacae (f.) Lactobacillus, Clostridiaceae (f.),
Clostridium, Enterococcaceae (f.), Enterococcus,
Candidatus Arthomitus, Weisella, Ruminococcus,
Eubacterium, Bacillus, Stapylococcaceae (f.),
Staphylococcus, Streptococcus, Turicibacter,
Methylobacterium

Bacteroidaceae (f.), Bacteroidetes, Flavibacterium,
Fusobacterium, Bifidobacterium

Ochrobaterium, Alcaligenes, Escherichia,
Campylobacter, Hafnia, Shigella
Corynebacterium

Clostridium, Lactobacillus, Anaerotruncus,
Ruminococcaceae (f) Ruminoccoccus, Faecalibacterium,
Lachnospirceae, Bacillus, Streptococcus, Clostridiales
(0), Megamonas, Enterococcus, Weisella, Eubacterium,
Staphylococcus, Streptococcus

Rikenellaceae (f), Fusobacterium, Bacteroidetes,
Alistipes, Bifidobacterium, Flavibacterium, Odoribacter

Ochrobaterium, Alcaligenes, Escherichia,
Campylobacter
Corynebacterium

Methanobrevibacter, Methanobacterium,

Methanothermobacter, Methanosphaera, Methanopyrus,

Methanothermus, Methanococc

Lactobacillus, Clostridium, Fusobacterium,
Lachnospiraceae

Ruminococcus, Bacillus, Eubacterium Coprococcus,
Blautia

Escherichia, Shigella

sequencing and cloning

Finger printing: T-RFLP, [13,15,18,
gPCR, 16S rRNA cloning 24-25]
and sequencing and Next
Generation Sequencing

Finger printing: T-RFLP, [13,15,
gPCR, 16S rRNA cloning 24-31]
and sequencing and Next
Generation Sequencing

16S rDNA cloning and
sequencing

[34-35]
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3 MpEMAEMEHNERFEN

M fmiE A YRS S RN R
FE TR K AT A R e
EETRHAL AW AR T AR 5 S R G B
YRR W AR/ EEAEH . REEYREHLIAA
B ABEBH AL, 7 2B AR PR S, =l
B AR 2 H A 0 75 B 3R USSR A Bl AL
W o AR B ) i LE R TR MY RE ORI I B S 2
A FREYRRY,, 15 EFIRCE Y AR S A n]
PSRRI R R G L, R 1 Tkt
TR MR AL, (RBELIRR iR, M A
FEI1 WEAh, XS TE A P R R A BE 23 Ak 25 )

8
=5 L

3.1 XHEEMEFREH

R 3 PR R R A 2 R AN TR AR, X
S AR 4R v i T R 1 I ) R T 5 I A A
F1E EXPEFRRMAM, S 1E RS e
Y. AER IR BOR B &R W i Uk Y R
2 AR BI ZHE15 2 . 8 o 45 AL FE JC TR 28
B b /NS HEA TS SRR BN E Y, T AR RS
AR M EFRAER . MIEEY R G5 TE £
B 75 R R & B 22 80 4 AR AR F AR 8 4 2% 914K
Ht T A TR R (R L BORTE Bh L RE X R I A K
i B 7 A R B A A e T X8 i 3 A I R
TES AR A R A B, A 2 N I T T
FEXT PR A X R — B R R, Bl
— MR X R T RE M e R A B
1 T IR 1 AU R A AR
e K TE TG R BR B (10 30 HE B M 55 78 41 7R A
P T PR BT B RG ARBTG5 ) R A
T 0 R M AT T e A 2 W R 4 2 R A e B
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X (18 Ji T T A ) L A W 2R B K AR 5 0 T
ROTREF SR P, ORI H A — 2 8 2 A B A O RN
B VAT & WL 4 R il e . (RS R k
8 U431 e e G ) 8 LA Y R TS 14 M 3
Yy, kSR A YrnT B A BEE A BT 24 . AR TER T
ZHEFNE, K TE ERAVDEEER ., X9
B Wi A W 7 D A oA s 22 T i ) i
K, S380™ 4 558 DR (SCFA, Short chain fatty
acids), angud e bmgREN , X SLEGLE I A R
YRR AR A B SR IR, H M o W
FER T FER SCRA AR B 45 5 B 2AEH .
JV T WA 1) e T ) 22 7 ) & SCRA. FLIRFI,
SCFA ¥ S 3| S AR Wy i Ak AH OGO VF 246 3y
WHTTRAEA . PR IR FIBRAR 4 20 . Sy b R A
B A PR RE I L ORGSR G . FEIARSL
X5 1 A W DR L A 38 A P R R ™ 2
EKCE IR MERRTIR , XS E WA AR W R A L
NZERE U W R LA o 1 2

TE X Jizy TE Hh B B fifk R IR 1 1826 ) 1 4 i
R E P, B . kS BB
BN R 5 e 23 3] BRER PR R A Y R AR
Pyl PRI SR SR ),
b M E R . XS A e LR R 43 A A
o R E AR FH I U5 3-6 h (1/INAS T i 20 TR
REAETE D RS T IR, B 5 2 Fh A [ 262
ME MDA IR e ek d w . AP s . %
REZEMUFF B8 8 (1 — S R B s RiaE ™, R
AR AT, X738 R B 51 7T S0k PRI )
AR — S ERE W, EAR LR R R
W BERR T IR F SR BENTWLRERUAE Y &
LR Ik — 20 B AR T e 1 32 5 W R
WO, SR W I A T B4 DR R A AR A X A
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ERAEMARBI LTS, Bl e LR E
o H AR E 2 A
3.2 X8 EREENRRIIBNL

Wk A E R Y, TRERY A Y
ML, BTN, EERE R B 41
3B RS T, LR B kB 4t F L HLIA
AR S TN RE , EREIL 2 5B i R R S I Pk 4%
L, ZEHRAGA B RO RAL, X EwE
U PR Aol A 0y 5 0 TR X — S5 0 R G
ROV o TRVRERE % BE B AN D R 45 LA IR
PESIA, W SI6 20N b X BERLH RS A T 3 i 1
FARBUAACEEE 30 i R i W R e & 2
B 4l & T A A — A L EL s R AR
W B E

Ji 38 1E 8 AR W e R o B 2 A8 -3
PR VNI AR S A I P AR NN B R Y
W, R R AR T R b B e R Rl b
WE L0 B B R Y, N IbE
T A E SRR 2 B PO X R (TR
JE NBEE RS S AP B A sk, 7S 7
A9 i AT — AN A g A P AL, BB IR
52 v i AR ZH A3 A A R S R S B OR P,
W | K 2 2R 7 A 1 RO N SRR (A0 S B ) Bl
R MRS L 22 1 1 R 235 4 e S SR VAV i B T A )
L
33 fRHABEEKEKE

Ji 1 TF BRI 3 00 S A 4 AT AR HERLAA
FfaRe, Hem AT, FERORAR AT BE S i At 1k
FROU R T8 T A W DA R R e 455 v 7 g B A XS
B 28 & B g T8 I P B R LA A s AR, REAR
i MR REE, B P O 2 LB T R

AN, — S g T B0 R R ) Ao R X
TE WA= 100 TR 45 R 2H RS 1) 2 £ B 7 I A JRE T 2 vy
FOAE K MR . P HE W UE MR Y R IR S v ik
(Benzylisoquinoline) 4= ¥ fif (14 7% [0] 42 B 4 ,
Macleaya cordata extract)®{{Hid: & M F: X8 AE 1
AR ERE, AR R FLRR AR R, A
MR . dirE 3 IRBIBTH R A YA st EIRE, A
YOERIRE AN IOKEE, TEANFEICHLEE(P)FI
A YRR (MP, Microbial phytase) &L,
WEE R AR IR, AEAKNE P A MP 11
OUT A RN AL TR, BT TR
(Eubacteriaceae) F1 ¥ #T i #} (Lactobacillaceae) 7%
At SRR g R A — A B R B B
A IR AT DL AT AR R SO A AL 2 25 Wi 2ok
il R i 3 TR ARG R T AR R g AR TR RE

SRET W B A A TE ERE SR R A
KRB H R VR, SR 110 240 0 BT 76 53X 24
() B — AN AR 23 7 A L TE R TRTSE I . i T
BEXHEE R AV 2 a4k, (BB AR — 2
ANFNE 7 TH , N, 77 A S SR B R AR
EATHE ER BN ES, A1 80 WA B
MFPUEFREY), —MAEYRIE T REMEY
BER A R AR R, X e e BT D RC
PR CH 28) MR RO A O il i) Bl 2 AL 59
SRIG X LE AL G W AR A 2 Wt R, 3K
A M T B OR B R BR R AA, BT H R R
R EEEP R 38 B R 2 A B i P s
FRELIAJAE SNE , SRR b iz 248 i A P38 5 i fft
X AR PERE T R, 75 A B A (HFE 2h BE A0 4
Y SN o PRI AR 1R A o A TR 2 e A 2 B
W0 B A 1 A R B R I A AR
P 1T W — T S B AR R e T
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4 WwRERE

H A7 e = X6 o 135 PN b R %) g 3 R
PIRERE S, A4S /N AR 37 1 B R ikt 1L 1
AR R b 5 it el X RO A At RS o fF IR EE &R
)2 5 X8 1) fg S R AL AT, L A B
R LB SR FE A XS (Broiler chickens)i
B A Y R RS A AN RE o Fh XS A 1 vt A
BemPER, JLPa— oy s g ER HL A H 5
YRR, ik . RE AR . TR .
SO MHMIRAR . RV E R RN, X SRR
PRI 2 5 H W T8 A Y 20 BRI P e GHK . vh
] R A AT g WA AR DX, Sy 2 PR S 2N
v, TR AU IR T S8 402k, IR A IRIE AR .
U PR YO0 R A, R B JEONG 5 P A AR
UATIE NP SR G0 -9 U N E AP LT RN 770 7B TR
AV REAR LR, A5 R RS B W i v A
H ¥ & i) Christensenellaceae . Subdoligranulum .
Spirochaeta, Treponema, fiifE% & & XY FIKAH A
Ao HAT 5 F & A9 Phascolarctobacterium |
Faecalibacterium. Megamonas #l1 Desulfovibrio,
R 2 S AT RE IR T 18 R A Al L AR T L EURD 4 SRR
IABT R, Rk, Ak nl st o oy b
X TE AR D R R A Y, DU BB 32 A
56 35 5 i RN 173 T T A 0 TR R 2L S T RE AR R
Ty AT R B H AR R S R LI TR |
J& . AESE, W IE A HA B8 F & R LA
EEARAE IR, RO REA i 18 B 5 A d Rl
B NSV ERE, A R0 ik £F
YE R —HEPS TR — BRI

XX B A DR 3 B B LA VR Y
WFGENE & TEFE ] S I AE P X i T8 T A 2H B 5%
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Wi, & AT T4 g 1 A ) TR ) T SR SR, XS
F18) i 3 T8 A 00 TR R B 0 07 2 NP o T A A
RERESE I, ARG H 0905 X 1 1) 5% SR g A 45
Bo BT IGREAFT AR I ARG AN ]

AR R T g SRR SR L 3 25 T A R i AR
PRI, N T8 BRI 5 4R P e B (A0 R AE 1
5 EOBE R S5 RSN HA5 M 2 AR 1k K e

o LUUI B0 38 o0 18 % iz 18 2R ) B R R
g NS AR, T XS PR i 2k P iR e i e,
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' Bk 7 F} (Ruminococcaceae) (1945 & i 51 B, 7725
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A E g R R R TR K BT 24 ADSERECN
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Thauera 25)H 8 =E & , i FCFL AT (Lactobacillus
gasseri) () 7K - B AR T, ek 7 B 05 FE VD T IR
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W hn Alistipes . K E 4 0
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i T TR S R R SR I B T B VD T T R, s s
ST I G A ) SR 2 S WA XS i L LR TR R4
FZH R, ) 5 2k AR I 7™ s 445 1) B 45 Jo i A T 4+
X B EH WA, SR, X LEHF S R A T
TP B, X8 1 T A T T R OIS s AT A
FAEG IR AT 16S rRNA JEH 41 il
Jr kO A B T A P R Y B 2R T
FIHRE | Fed . R ME R A 2 A
Tk TR, X A A R R R T
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Establishment, distribution and physiological significance of the
intestinal microbiota in chicken
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Abstract: The chicken gastrointestinal tract (GIT) harbors a complex microbial community. The intestinal
microbiota is closely related to both the intestinal and overall health of the host. In order to get insights into the
composition and function of chicken gut microbiota (intestinal microbiome) we provide an overview of the chicken
gastrointestinal microbiota by focusing on the establishment and development, spatial distribution in all intestinal
compartments and physiological significance. We foresee advances in strategies to isolate and effectively utilize the
functional bacteria in chicken intestinal tract and reasonably manage/modulate the intestinal microbe-host
interactions to enhance feed efficiency and improve gut health.
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