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A BARAEFL & FLD5 RUF 520 B AT

AR, RMeE, K R, FEAAH TR B R, KRR, FET
(1. AEERFAEGHFFR AT LRI RRTTAAALSEFTERRELLRET, AE LT FRZEH 010020;
2. AR F L 8GO RA S A FA AL, REFL ZEA 0120000

W OE: LG ERAYmnF el R 5T AT REN IR R —, MAHEF. RitEF. BORAT
ARAPHRAMHENBRET XL T L., BAYAFBTHERHFRTH - SURMEESUREE, X
KRB B . 4245 RS BB (Short-chain Fatty Acids, SCFAs) 5 BB T4 XM Ed. R F kb £
12 REAER . f i L RER . B- £A TR (B-hydroxybutyrate) % Rk £ E SRR ENECHFEY. BO R4
U w B 3L P & S 458 3 4% & 1 (Chitinase 3 Like Protein I, CHI3LI) | 3 Ak, fif XM 4% & A (Serum
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(Clinical Mastitic, CM) FIV I ARTIFL % (Subclinical
Mastitic, SM) . CM I = EFEF 5 X HIAT
ORI PEERORRL. R DU R & BV E
Rio [ERS, FLTHR R AT EREE, I,
SHEERY. Maogsung ®. Bk EDS CM W%
7550 7.08% (3.29%~11.6%) , SM [y % 55 % °F
B H 40.93% (13.41%~55.63%) " W1 FEFL B R &
R I 40.4% s TEAS BEULARFREART SM AR %
N 26%". FRif, SM IR ER A AL, EER
BT FBRAR, B EDIFLS R MATT R AR AR 58,
sENE T FLES R EIBGIA -

ITHR, A4S (Microbiomics) « R 4H %~
(Metabolomics) . Z& 204 (Proteomics) A% HA
205 (Genomics) 57 AR 7 48 B HT A I EE
Rt &AM WIS L, VI RERIL
fils FEIZW . IRRIGIT AL FLE R MR B I etk

L-Cit were affected by several factors such as feeding dose, method and environment. This article reviews the anabolic and
metabolic processes of L-Cit in animals, describes its application researches of L-Cit in poultry, swine, ruminants and other
animal production systems. Thereby it provides crucial theoretical support for the scientific application of L-Cit in livestock

and poultry production.

Keywords: L-Citrulline; NO; Heat stress; Livestock and poultry
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TR ASCRE T HE R ARIEFL B RS R R
Mgt BEREEDIREY SRERRE, DA
7 SMABHEIZHT . BlfinTT STUR B iR AR OHKIE.

| YA HASRAREILFILERPIIR A

MAEMHR TR EGE R T A TAEY CEIEAHE .
e INEMESEEREY. WES) WERSERA,
LR X Bl A= W Bl v 2 1) B L B3R i e R 1Y, R
FHRIFEEAR T 16S rRNA 7. IR TE R — A
AR o A= TR N A RS = R4, RO
RS B — A= Wy i 7R A= TN N A B R 1
RS R T e R e B T — TR
(LIPS b iy i = CEN 1k IE AR 3 = el A
AL, KRISILERABKE RS " B,
TEXSREMRE ARG 20 20Tt F 2 3R - B i dt
P& (Nuclear Agnetic Resonance, NMR) . % fH 4 % -
R B ) (Liquid Chromatography Tandem Mass Spect
rometry, LC-MS) & U8, =@t “Riddr - R -
BE” WEIEREIRRE RN, ELREREDRERN
LOREALH] .

L1 FEEFEEMAMRERAE B RNEEFHEMEETL
EEE RN, BT DR g - L s
FLERfEERE 12 Ma %5 PY 8 A B L 55 R A 1
EFERMAEYBEETE NS F2SBEBERNEE.

Wang %5 P2 56h 7L 55 R 2E # HEFE T LC-MS i &3,

g A Mak, SM AT CM A 35 v o =
PR, I BATBERIEERN. PBANIEERS RO A 5L
FPEE TN, ARSI E RS ER S RE
YIBE 2 [AEEIEAR S, TR R BR i & S EURE
A F %G Hit, Ek R ER R VE D12 FL S
RHELEEWFREY . Zhu & P PR R0 S E
TEEHILRD T AL, NiREL. 28REE. Wik, 2
B B2 2,3- T ZFE A ZBEEFLS RO IR R S
iM% O- ZHihhk. B2 BT O- BERR AR IR
FERAK. #—2 &I, FrEERLRE R Uh &I
BEACHH SRR E X, HhRRLEES
AR EZERY), TN BRSO SRR A A 2
Yy, RMIFFARR BB FLERIE 5 A= N R 1h 1) B 2 A (]
iy, @E5R4ER, SREEMCIRI&E R LS &
B, RASFEFUERER . Wik, R EP W
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PN R AP ER SR AT UVE A HITE FL5S R & W IS 1 A= W0
. O- ZBENEREAT O- B RH sk & RE sk 0 i 2E 070 »
Z5ERREIAEESES, WRENZETLE L
R EAEYIAREY) . WIS B 3 i1l 2 FFE kT
VAN LR, SEERTILEEMARL, SM WhilEFEE
HE S]] (Cyanobacteria) ¥& BE TS, CM il
ELFEPEEG ] (Firmicutes) FE B EEIL. AT
(7] (Bacteroidetes) #& 2 & f. Li % P L8,
BH CM W REEEERI ERAERE,
AT gL LT, H—P T A mdk A EiE
N E e AFLRR . F§%N5 782 (Short-chain Fatty
Acids, SCFAs) {ENmiEm ek B i &%), 1251
BRI BB RIER, SCFAs flit R, 2.
WER TS, WTHeFpiE N e RedEs &2 ),
;=4 SCFAs AN ] =R BRI, FLBRULFE
R EEER ] (Firmicutes) FE R E MK, XIRAT
RESZMME] T SCFAs fEIiE 7= 4. Wang % B £
AR T R B SM 4 Hh P A= SCFAs HY A AL
Ea L BEEIR, R H E DAHURGRE
Mo DLW SE BRI E B AL & T8 E B EFLS 4
R A EEE .

1.2 M7EREA s T RE, LF ¥ Tl fh
PRI R AR R o T FE R B AN G i P B S AL A
AR A A8 L B, Wang 25 PP 7E SM ORI CM 1
A I 78 H R £ IL-18 TL-6 K1 TNF-a IR T &, &
B H R S s AR S (R I BB (R . TEFLSS
RN, FACRIBOKE TR RE S RE I R A
Al S AR A G, ABCH IR Al AT
AL (LB OB P RE S B b e Zhu 25 P iF
FURIL CM FEUAR T A= v s A 1 S AR A E
NUERZH 5y . CM Wi iE Hh R HE S AR PR . 22
R RNERMPERE, MREB AR £ 7K
PR, Z2EREF ARG BETREZEEN, &R
Jii. DNA Fil RNA 37 B 3 E 1 B 0 o8 & 322
IR AR SEMGR fu Ron B Rk, BTLLKE
22 ZBRIER CM ARG I RS O TRAR . VETERFE
EH A (Serum Amyloid A, SAA) & —Fhh 2 E K 4
M EAE 2GR IRER RIE R N B H . SRR F 4
FE ARG M RGLRT, SAA RIFENTIE N K E &
S, ABAEBENS 1 S A AT DU (1] ) 1 H Y B
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Bochniarz % ™ PE(l T B ORISR 5 SO FLES 2 054 A0
fEREWS b SAA HIIRE (BFLP548: 1 134.25 ng/mL,
fEEY 4. 324.5 ng/mL, P<0.001) , iFSCT SAA A
DATE AW FLES R B EWIAREYD -

1.3 FLARAE  FLEs n] DA R FLBs O OGRS
e AT T W AN R A= B SR N FLBR AN B AR L
HRATRMNFLER. Al S B GC-MS FH AL
SRS SM A FLTREAR L EE, SM IhAFL
R EOR SR T ERER HERDTS SMI4-FL
{1 H 22 S AR P I L5 R i) & 12 0 AR I R B e 5
Z TSI S AR DR g A ¢ R RO M S B 2L s &
FLEL A A BEAE S . FLIRAHNE T4 (Somatic Cell
Count, SCC) SFLEMEMAR, HFEEAM. I
JRANFLH RS AL, F FRTERLS R TR IR
Sundekilde %5 " i3 £ T NMR 9 R 2H 22 95 BT b 52
T SCC -5k sCC ALt h = SR, &
BUER SCCIBA-FLith iR, TR, RaEmR. 2
MR Eh Rl B- 3L T g %L (B-hydroxybutyrate, BHBA) HY
IREEREN. Xi % P 7 SCC ALt ih 2 B T BA
Sorale. Hilm. Bk, ZEA1 BHBA & & BN,
imFLIE. SRR E SRR &' ZERET,
LR 2 e ) 78 A b AR 2 40, RB WIS B S AL,
SRR (BHBA A E L 53) AR, BHBA AliE
GPR43 Ky AMPK {5 5@, ] mTOR 15/
RIERFE A, KERERIPIEMN, (E5IKE BHBA
2403 AMPK (5581, FEFAEIgm g =EL .
Kit, TH:. BHBA. %M. DRk, 258k, H
i ATE BER AT DAVE & SCC FLitHH bR,
i SCC /& SM F1 CM [y L AU RFAE, R bt 3 45 X0
PR R DU R A R S A FLAR . Zhe 5 P 4
KU CM A4 EFLER &R IG 0. FLER SRR &
B R, al LB IRE R E ] 1 (Monocarboxylate
Transporter 1, MCT1) ¥z 40N, % Toll %
{4 4 (Toll-like receptor 4, TLR4) /NF-«B {55 IS,
PEI 7 A FLRR A AE R B IR, FLERRTLDUVE 412 Wr
WA-FL05 2 VB AE A= bR i . Salama 55 U0 5 i 22 4
(Lipopolysaccharide, LPS) 1%ESF =R IIGILIERLIT
FE4T NMR 014 8L, LPS BEHIN TIE QWA
PR T FLMER & 5. A LPS J5, FLit+ BHBA & &
PETHE, Pt BHBA 5 SCC 2R EF EM>, Hikix

LAORY /%S
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1 BHBA mLLIE A FLES RATR I bR E) -

AR I, FLBR A RS R A] R EFLS R
M, Tl A R PO = e B 1 - FUPRAHE
REE T IR, SR MM EEL: R RS S X
ER TR, TEROBHEIEER, X—LBAFLE R0
i AR A 5 IR O R E R (it T BB LA -

P EEHREFELFILERPHINA

EO A EDE A RAAFTRT SR, HIani.
LR BR A AR B R A R e A R R L %
S A S EAE AR k. I EROR,
HAl, “#FEMEhk. 4@ E - B4
HLRK ORGSR, KRS T EORAFEAR
Ry E FnE e, $E3) T & ARt — 2
KM, EHRAYHEABLE Y E. EEEARMLE
WiE BT, PRAEDREMED, EEBEEamT
RIS sl B EARE N W,

21 FEAA  EERASEARR R R FL
P RAAK I A= briE ). Bilin, Zhang % 1 {# F SDS-
PAGE %% & i A8 (4 15% BB BRI (LC-MS/MS) X 5 40
RAMEECRE AR T ERE AL, HREH
SRARMARAIRE A AL, R ARl & AR
ZEHIXED GUEIK. IGK. CD59 42>+, *MEIETI &
H. AFED) BEHN, Pk 4 EEERS SCC
B HR SN T 10 £, IZMF RS RO S E B s AR
R o Ba 3L s R R RO T EN E B irid .
Bathla 55 " JL T B BT AR %5 1) 8 & AL T
THEEE. SM5 CM IRt 2 HNEARAER, &
#{, CHI3LI. LPB. GCLC. GSN f1 CD14 o] H{E 12 Wr
SM HLEIFREY) . Tanamati 25 ) §F 57 % 81 CHIZLI 7
BAEIERIDANILIThRE B, BERELZBITE
BE -3 AT LLIE A SM [ H A= iR &Y. Pongthaisong
2 UOURI B M FRL PR LC-MS HORIEE TR I AE
AT FLFEER B YT LR SM DA FLT R E R &

TERGFLIFE S R B BT IK -1 A7 0E, SFLE
AT B AR S, b, HUBEAK -1 AT RLVE R
SM K A= FRED. Tetens % W7 A 5% 45 FIERA & 4t
HAK(LAP) S PLEK (TAP) L A= BRI %5 4 (BNBD4)
A2k BB 10 (BNBD10) (AERE 45%5, fulsiE
% p1 (DEFB1) fEMEEFLAR iy X8R K. ESR4L
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BRI B KT T = v R E545 & B S100A7
(R5m 4 A mRNA 3£iK, FHPUEKEZLIR 2 10 5 1
PG o &k 2. Katsafadou 55 W {77 45 5 2 BH
BURRFEF A T — MBI R R, XP RN 22 ER
BBl HUEK. BERE . SAA) MI&FhiEG
(Blan: SMEEIRN. SEMNEHEES TS T
WOURTS , A TTEIR 2207 HRAR EARBR - thoh, Bk -1
FISAA Ehfe A ] LURTEZLES ZI2WT ) A Yrbr i«
22 MEEEA MRS PR AR B R F AR,
R4 BRI DL AR A  BEOYRD R B SRR 7 i A
AL BE I SRR AR . 55— 5 TH, HATb A A,
EATED RS KRR O EREER ™. B
AR SM B, FLiFATME Y SAA K2
FhiEs B %, Caplen 55 PV N TEE 54 MEVE F SAA &
GBS E A, W T RERIAFT SM T4 Ry 3
FTo00T, AEREMN, SEFHRINE T IR SR
HER SAA 7E SM ik R S H 'S SCC BIEMR.
B R AAE ORI L B, A 5
NEVIRNNEL R, FEARGCHEFRERSREL, THFE
G A AR AR BB 58 . & B Ml 5 Y e
M. F, &AREADDRERITIERE SR, HEIEAFR
TR e v R AR LR e P P B S 2 T B
WIRERFTImEs), EERNEREATEIHRRE
FHRERSE AR A= BRI BR A, AL RIS
AT AL T 5 AT SRR FEFR S .

3ERAFHEINEIERPHRA

Bk Ti2Wroh, B m e MR B B AU ELS
REETTMERT RGN LB . FERA S S A R
FERBTRIREFE . TEIR AR R A E 5
— IR AR FERAE SR T T 1986 4-H 3%
(153147 % Thomas H Roderick £2H. HHAH ¥ B (LR
WA R RA N Py 5%, BIEER DR ) L 55840
Ik, BTREDIE A ", EERAEHIRNEE
FEESE: EMEEY. BHEOT. AR FENEEE
Hrhgew . ot IR A HE AR B HEIFLE R
PFFESTIE,  BENS IR SINT B R A RN 1 E s A4
ERNFZRBEHMDZ T, H H TR C ) £ 18,
BRI AT DUSSE HFLRS 78 1 SR st B TR Mgt b Y
[T, s FFRid al ot & Hig s e A
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3.1 FRALEN IR RN A R R
75 AT R 188 T 5 e TR TR AR T O I PRI RI2S ) e 12
Pk RIG R R LR B HT (Genome Wide
Association Study, GWAS) >k ijifi %t 5% Fih 5 & ek 38 7
RS I8t (L FRICHKE Hoz A TR LS R 5t R B,
Wang &5 U3 o [ a7 57 3H 07 20 (A 40 M 20 1h & b B
(Somatic Cell Score Estimating Breeding Valus, SCS
EBVs) fEAFRAMIR, RAEYERA R ER
I3 Hr AT GWAS $RMES & 5 RS E T 504k
FLI5 REUPE I B B PEAR G 1 SR R 2 5 1 (Single
Nucleotide Polymorphism, SNP) FifEge AN, 455 %
B 48 1~ SNP S54RFLp5 Rtk B EM O H R H0E
(IfE 14 SHER L, A 6 NEEN SNP (i1 ] TRAPPCY
A1 ARHGAP39 FE R rh, Hw]{E RN A4-FL05 78 5 kA
Y E . Yang 25 ¥ T GWAS-2b-RADseq X 1 [H 15
WA AR T 0T, Twdett 27 A5 7R 2 KUK 22 1)
3 SNP, M./ 3 4~ SNP i T4 111 2% K PTK2B.
SYK M1 TNFRSF21. #t—# 05 &3, PTK2B M SYK
£ CM WA= H9 &1 JE I 3 20 B A A &/ o) ik ) A LR - B2
M EIX T, PTK2B A 584 E 1 44, 1
S MR R 515 B PTK2B £k R 1H 2
DA R, B REY K. PTK2B Bd5
IkappaB ## [ii B (1kB kinase f, IKKB) A TANK % &
M 1 ( TANK Binding Kinase 1, TBK1) T {EfHZ=
5 RO IR B, 122 B R A i R 2 e R R A i
FEP AN R e E Y, $EOR PTK2B fI SYK 4
FLE REUHEA R EE LN f] TNFRSF21 3K 1,
$27K TNFRSF21 5 5y BRMEAE S, MfE 2L R A 2 TH 15
IR T FLB R LRI G Al B Hoekstra 5 11 4744
FemamEKkEitHaEag &1k (CC151, CCI7,
CC479. CC398) #fTakRAMEF, LZIME I NHiE
EM$251E (Antimicrobial Resistance, AMR) FL[A [y
HARHIE 5 il 2 S IR EECHC . CCL51. CC479 T
FHERNKRE, CC398 N5 AMR HHBEMR, #IH
SR vbE S AR N 75 B RUARFAE =] P T SRR PN R e
CM HIRE. Wang % %) 3 1 vy i B 3 SR 20 U P 53-#T 3
T 2 (5 B % R (S56. S178. S3) BRI FLIE
AN, R REEFRRER, XEEREET
RIENR e & . ARl e g8 T ik, Hop IL-
la. TNF. IL-8 HREZANFHRARETE LIH. Yo
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R R ER B R IR B AR FLIRAT,  HLAnfuBERR 43 R 9L
b Rz AR TLR2 S2 (49551, 380E 57 MyD88 (it
(55, S5 IkB SRR, #iff NF-xB MANH
RO AR, B3N IL-1a. TNF HE R H -7,
AR IR B 518 £ BRI LRI L T2 .

3.2 RRAFLEDIFEIRAFONAH  IFERERA
R 3 B e R TFBE T OB 9T 458, Martin &5 9 5T
50K SNP It HdExd e W1 LI =34 T GWAS 3 HT 23K,
BERESILISE 19 S5 A 33~42 Mb X185 SCS B ¥ %
B¢, % RARa. STAT3. STATSA FlSTAT5B %5 %
FE e e FE R, STAT3. STATSA L )2 STATSB ¥ )& T
STAT FE SR . M FUIRH L7 B ST, 1L-6 5
ANER TN, 45 A AR Y IL-6 SZ{A& (IL-6R) ,
S8 Janus BRI, FETTSGE STAT3 (5 705 (i
SARRTEERIL) . BERRILHY STAT3 Rk —RIKAM, H
PEEUILIR KR . BUE R EAESS, FEPFRRILE L
ot fErt, STAT3. STATSA L} STATSB [fkERE 1B
JAK-STAT {5 5l R S E M, Wi 2L5
Ptk B EIEE ), Llie & " W5t €0, IL6.
SOCS3. TLR3 EIHNEBFLER SNP 5Z LRI
) ZF R H L= S PR FLES RPUHEAFE B E ARG . X
BIR#E IL6. SOCS3. TLR3 MK E 2L SF al GE SN
SELE R, AEILE RS G R Gt T
IBLER S THARIC.

3.3 ARMALFEMBFEILRAE PN A T8k, A7
e AR SNP 5 I GWAS FEBI 1T,
S 2R EIL s RUER . Oner % 7 F
FA SCS fEUKF BT K 45 45 5 43 N & Ik 2 4T e GWAS,
e 4 B B SNP, i ARPP21. NUP210 #i
HDACI11 M5k £ . Bonnefonte 25 1) {ifi F {4 4 51 7>
Wrg B, MET 5 4R2E, RARa (EFLERPUIEL N
FLiRmM A B FH. Banos & %t B FLIR 4 B
E i FE HIY 960-SNP DNA S THLR 435, 7558
2. 3. 5. 16 /119 S8k AL T5 SCCy JINFEL
R 4313086 (California Mastitis Test, CMT) FIFLiHH Y
BIEBIEL (Total Viable Count, TVC) BEHHX M) SNP
FRIC, BE THLBRARMZG &% 5 TAEE R4S AT
DRI, e FLikmiate A 8E KA E5HEK
G A B e B R0 HE SOCS2. CTLA4. C6. C7.
C9. PTGER4. DAB2. CARD6. OSMR. PLXNCI .

j\lj
%\/(
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IDHI. ICOS. FYB F1LYFR. XK AEGEVE A CM
HITE B FL R, B TRMIEE2E CM HiE OB L A IR

SRR A SRR AT OB FE IR, 28 2 OGS R - (RS -
EOESHBERM. 1 PTK2B AMUREHLEIKH %
K, IEEMATE %) SCFAs MBI, SR e MR
B X—RBHNEIRING 5t L Bk, T

SERE IR g
4 RASRR

HRAFREVESBENT EN—IEG iz
RZ PR IR, )P 2 S 20 m A 00 81 5 R B3 o A 3
RE TR, AP EIRR 2 RNA FRIAE
Liu %5 V55 SM 24 (9 111 % 13 40 Rt 1 7 SR 2 0 e
TEX RAFVETT H 2 MR ETEH 277 M E R REER
(Differentially Expressed Genes, DEGs) , jXIGH:[AF
PR RERIE RN B R R T 05 S5 i AR S Y
Thig GO 45 H . Ieoh, KIEEDHTAEL BCL2 KIR3DSI
CHML iX 3 MEE 5 sCcC BEMK, AHA5EITE SM
4= G % W B 9T B4 T A fith. Wang 55 UV R
RNA-seq HAXS SM #57F ¥, SCC #ATI I 737, 15
FIHy DEGs KEZHE RIS ik RN A KW EY S,
5 EACEC S 3 i S H 6 > SM ik =il
Y, 7 SM IESERME THMS% . SRRMAMEG A
PTRER R, WA B R R A 5 B S (E R
Wang %5 " 38 5t 2 A 10 S8 FE 05 41 20 3k SM 52
SCC fJ RNA JFEE, /N RNA M7 EEAT DNA F A
PR, % KRS IR RFUR R AR 2 SR
H, G55 30 846 -2 S ALV L5 BB ( Differentially
Methylated Haplotype Blocks, dMHBs) . 2 552 4~
DEGs. 1276 ~%53%iX IncRNAs ( Differentially Expressed
Long non-coding RNA, DELs)F157 % 53515k miRNAs
(Differentially Expressed MicroRNA, DEMs) , %
Tk SM B RIZHAN SR AL R H AU I B, ARSI R
FLES A HOHE AV E TR SRME BAE T IR SAL
W — s H el W EY IR, i xoKF
AR B AT 2D R EENIRET A, et
SM BB A ST OB . RV - AT R R
Seft T BIER A IR I, A, SMRER
BB CENTE SM R £ SR RRHER, XERM
FMIBALF AEEN SM PUREIRIT R EZR AL 21
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PR A . R AR RIIEILE], 5 A
MRS, HEN SM KR HERT ZH2HEE
IS Rb A .

:l..\—l:l qﬁg

AR B REAY . RSEY. EARAY
AERAEFRAR, 1BR TILEILS RN TR - R -
EH - RN SHEREIEEINL . IiE T RSN
FLit A 9 BHBA F1 SAA %5 A= Wy bx W )2 PTK2B.,
STAT3 4 IR, 24 FL 5 % & 9 HL il 8 b B4 1 2k
fitte HUBEEMH, K4 PTK2B. SYK W11
STAT3. IL6 FXRBIFIMA T, B FFrid
IR PP REEAR SM IR %H, LRRERE T NIRRT
B R gmias R aam e mE s, BERAERbUE

LT, AR AREILEILERHFRPERKGH
&, (BFEEAR, Flan: MEMASZINET. 1K
EHEARE SR EEARE AT f. FRA

Me S IR AR . RN, EAREWRNTTER T,
HAEARRY A, S5 MR B (E S R,

AR %ﬁu&ﬁﬂ%%%ﬂ%%%%moﬁ%ﬁ
RR T IR FE LA 7 45, CRISPR SR 4485511 |
ﬁ@%&ﬁ%%ﬁ M B4R E R PUITT A,
iﬁ%%kﬂlﬁﬁﬁﬁ:#lf%”%£m+Mﬁ%Zo
R R e 52 A R IDE, A RER S
%%am%w@ HERFLS RE LA DEHEIRE .
[T RFE RS AR X, A @ERIL T84
RO PR S
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Research Progress of Omics Technology in the Research of Mastitis in Dairy Animals
CHEN Ligiang', ZHU Yijing’, LIU Quan®, SA Rengele’, GUO Zirong', QIU Shuang', ZHANG Liguo®’, SU Xiaohu'’

(1. State Key Laboratory of Reproductive Regulation and Breeding of Grassland Livestock, Ministry of Education
and Province, College of Life Sciences, Inner Mongolia University, Inner Mongolia Hohhot 010020, China;
2. Animal Husbandry Workstation, Bureau of Agriculture, Animal Husbandry and Science and Technology
of Ulanqgab City, Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region, Inner Mongolia Ulangab 012000, China)

Abstract: Mastitis is one of the major diseases affecting the production performance of dairy animals such as dairy cows
and dairy goats. Microbiomics, metabolomics, proteomics and genomics technologies provide key tools for understanding
its mechanism. Microbiomics reveal that the gut microbiota regulates breast health through the gut-mammary axis and
discover markers related to microbiota disorder such as secondary bile acids and Short-chain Fatty Acids (SCFAs).
Metabolomics screened out core markers reflecting inflammation and metabolic status, such as fecal pyruvate, serum serine,
and fB-hydroxybutyrate (BHBA). Proteomics identified diagnostic targets such as Chitinase 3 Like Protein I (CHI3LI),
antimicrobial peptides, and Serum Amyloid Protein A (SAA) in breast milk. Genomics has identified cross-species candidate
genes for disease resistance such as STAT3 and PTK2B, which are involved in resistance regulation through JAK-STAT
and inflammatory signaling pathways. This studyreviews the core findings of the above four major omics techniques in the
research of mastitis in dairy animals, aiming to provide a reference for the establishment of a diagnostic and disease resistance
screening system for Subclinical Mastitic (SM) in dairy animals.

Keywords: Mastitis; Omics; Dairy livestock
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