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IR T AR T0 PR 2 K fift Ry &, %o 1 I 24 ol i 4 1R Y
R FE R A A B S, R AT R
fitf J 7= JOR 6 T 7 S 44 sh 4 b i R 2 AR
BETR 1) R & TR/ & 78 I IIE N 28 5 S TR 16
PO R R 5 7E A ML (N IR BR ) |, e i v
TE AR 2 AR 27% ~143% , 2) —i5
BIRREHNGENE, 0l i8 5, K 40% ~ 60% 23 5
B 12 100, T 43350 43 A PRHE s AR A o e TR
PRZEMW 1% ~T1% ., 3) WIRIRZE ) 29% ~99% iR 1]
B E A IREG I E T, LT 23K g
FUM A Ak, Horh ) JR 15 BE RN MR 2 IR R A
BB EE TR, 15% ~94% 19 N TR IR 45 0 &
BRI o 4) 2 R e A E A 2L
JEEIREMN 15% ~86% ., 5) HIok& sty EA
MR, IR EIREM 6% ~72% ., 6) LIZEIE R HE
FRIKSME, i B IR E 1 0.03% ~21.00% . &
(ke Uk, I 23R (0] 22 98 A PR R REiE K FHA
R,IFHIEEIRE 11% ~ 5% 8RS 5HA R
BRI, Hodh R LA B 8 B ek
W CRI o

23y iE i AR R S A, R T fig £
B U P B AT LA b 4R i DR R R R
SIS, Y AW BN 50 ~ 60 mg/L B, 7]
A KRR E b A U A= M A R P A AT
e, S A IS B vk Bl 88 ~ 133 mg/LN 527~
100 mg/L'"™ MR 22 ST RE S MR A 56, IR
TEOLN, T IREG AL 8 B ™ A
JEBLR T H A UM A Y E A B, #B R A&
IR 2 F R 1] 2 I, SR 05 DL PR HE AR 41, 5k
B ARV AR RE P UGR[0 E RS UL g A R
5o SR, T IIR G O = A A AT A, Y N
A S A R I R DA I YR v A 1 o
it i P S B A IV T, A ) B R S P )
B o HE PR — 7 R IR T8 5 ALK ) B
PEVERT ;55 — 7 T2 T 009 s vk B R 5 3
R AL A T i - 7 25 L F e M IR A i IR, A
R4 0 A JOR Bl T 2 B v PR 3R R SRR A OB

3 BEWEEIREEFIRERE N S
3.1 EBEAEIREERE M

Pearson %7 ¥ e 2 TR AN A DR I O
FIIEH pH o~ 7~9 FliRad iR 8 49 €, I AE
TR WL IR 25 I JOR I O P 5 . Rekib 250 E — 2B IE

ST EREHAIE B G 0.5~2.0 h P9, IR IE 2
o WRE NG 5 E A Y VAR OG , FEIR
HMEE KRG, YA YA b B A AR
SR DR R R ORI 3 2 L B R b B R
TR A 0 AR SRR T, 2 A I A
Fia AR (23 g/d) B, AN [A) o7 B 1) sl A 0 7 A 1 ik
il 8 A v AP A YR R R >R Y >R R
JiT, BRI, >4 4 = ] M2 v 2R 1 BT KR (137 g/d)
B, YRS B R IR A T A 0 A A TR B DR e
V£, B2 T8 RS, (E AR TR 3 A v
e L s 14 PR BT ) 3k ] LR 2 1 R T
1) O 35 1 A B T L R Y R R s R
B R E LR R R = 0 — AR
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Fig.1 Schematic presentation of role of urease and urease-

producing bacteria in urea metabolism of ruminant®~'?!
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W, MRS SCHR[ 22-34 ] 998 T HAT IR K 7 fift dig
SN TS PR A IR TR LR 1, FUE
i FRBORG B — L IR E I . AR B
JOK it TR 8% I\ A ok A OBUEL AT T4 & [ Bifidobacterium
( Lactobacillus) bifidum ] , (B 1% K %12 John
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32 &

W, 34 T4 4 BRI @ ( Staphylococcus sp.) |
HEEREA J& ( Streptococcus sp.) 7= R v T AR IS A
FLBR ¥ & J& ( Lactobacillus sp.) , H: v 3% 4% BR T8
( Streptococcus faecium ) 4 i i 1% M & &5 . Van

Wyk S0 % BURT A RE 43 5 1 AT R G 0 A 1 1L
A E A T 2 FC P PR BR A | e PR S K e
T S SRR P BR R i 2 PG PR T T R 2
JOR Bl P B SR BRI

®1 BAERZSMWENSUREEEHNES = IREBE

Table 1 Bacteria from rumen showing ureolytic or urease activity
a=toik7) 7 JOR Tl PR 275 3k
Ruminants Urease-producing bacteria Reference
#F Cattle KU AT T [22]
25 Cattle VERIRT BRI I G A TR B R T AR ER s 2 R e A | (23]
a PR B T CBERR T R R 15 3 3 TR '
# 2 Cattle PAFFE o R T & R R R R BERRTE FLRRAT R [24]
. JEEET] e~ WIE T B—LIL BT BT
Wt Dairy cow AP A EFF R (5 FF 2 HUFT 25
4F Dairy cow WG HREE BR TR | PRV HE SR TR VG B AT TR [26]
. HERTERE MR R ZE AT R SRBEAT A R
Wik Dairy cow WS 7 27
4F Dairy cow ERE R BN O] [28]
W2 2F Steer RS PSRN O] [29]
44 Sheep JEH AR | 5 AR Ok [30]
44 °F Sheep A PRTE R BERRTE R 7 e f A R FLIR AT [31]
UG FrL HRIRE )R S B5R A B B FEA IR | [32]
Wild ruminants IR LRI B
EE%%*&@ L Jpr B sk T
Rumen firmicutes model IR K -8 [33]
o H RS ZAOAFTE ORI B BRI TR

Rusitec fermenter

WE IMUAT B AR TG | BERRTAT ik A

[34]

NN 7 = W = (A N N 7 o
Laukovd %5 ™ X 43 55 HY B4 7 JUk 1 1 08 47 JOR I 0
PERE , BB 56.7% 1 [ 2 838 H Y B ( Seleno-
monas ruminantium) ¥ 18.5% ) 3L R ¥T & ( Lacto-
bacilli) B A H 45 JIR BTG 1, 62.5% 1 3E W 1 2R
( Enterococcus faecium) F 4K 3% i Bk 7 ( Entero-
coccus faecalis) W NREEE PEARA , T A (1) 18] %5 BK 08
( Staphylococci) 3¢ B H A RS 55 10 IR B 06 M, T FL 5
HEBRTE ( Streptococcus uberis) F1 455 BR i ( Strepto-
coccus bovis) HI A AT AT WK B 15 M, —2edE £
P43 5 AR R TR AR 2 B D R e P AR
RS B8 3R IR B ( Succinivibrio dextrinosolvens) Af
S8 ' BR B ( Ruminococcus bromii) | T RN H &
( Butyrivibrio sp.) % W2 e K& ( Treponema) FUFT
)& ( Bacteroides) %%

33 EREFRBENSEE
B/ AR R E 2 HECE B K, I B e

Y Z 08 WL % 5 A i S A e & A0 1 A W uf D
o3 B Mgl g FE ) B Ajth 5 99% LI i A
To kAT 43 g 55 7, WAL 43 2 3 5% 10 TR bk, AR
MEAE R AR A B RS T D g | 31X ] BB 2 43 5
EP P 7 IO T AT ) 9 R ARG R A TR AR A R A
AR E AR Gt i R R B UL
AR, R A4-98 B - DR B o B A 2R, AL
A FIEBE TR ] ( Firmicutes) . e— T H ] (e-
Proteobacteria) ,B—"ZJE # [ ] ( B-proteobacteria) Fl
LT T ( Actinobacteria) , 70 i T A 4T # @
(Acinetobacter) 5B G KT W J& ( Shigella) |\ TG &
T )& ( Achromobacter) 2 {0 &% J& ( Bacillus)
LR B SR WA, 53 50 ATk i T BT i
FeR e N E b % 3 Fh s M R R TR
Bk BR B ( Streptococcus thermophilus ) F1 M i B
R ( Streptococcus salivarius) A , i & 1 Vg B8 %5
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1 ¥F B ( Bacillus halodurans ) W 7] DI & H
JUR 200

Jin 25T DL ureC Mg IR BEBR AR LN | a8 F v
P EA, & Y5298 B A R A7 80 7 IR i A
BANFWZHEE, 58 EE o A 8 R 0 7 ik
FF TR, FL 22 R A T B R 1 AR T, 4
4958 B o B IR T R A T R R
( Methylococcaceae ) #2 [# £} ( Clostridiaceae ) | % fifl
T & #l ( Paenibacillaceae ) | "2 ji€ #T 1 £} ( Helico-
bacteraceae ) I 1 % £} ( Methylophilaceae ) , 17 7E &
H EER 88 H EL TR B ( Methylophilus ) F1HEFT & &
( Marinobacter) W 4= B i 2 /5 T-98 5 W AVE ©
IR, BRI IRRHFEARET LR
%, HLAURE Y R v = B B 7 R O T B AT B TR
BRI E, AN AEFER K FEE b
it 55% 1) ureC 5 A J7 41 5 A1 A0] © 0 i ik it 5 1A
Took, U B h s S AR Z R B m
PR, SR e A S A O IR DA
HA AR R R 5 R 2 AR T 5L

4 FIniE S IREEF = IREEE A E X
4.1 AREMR

TE— 78 0 [P, 4t 58 R il 1) 30 1k B R A
APV R 1R T (R Ao R A e B s 4 ol
R 7 I it TR R 24 DR e ) 3 P DR R B
HE 64~235 g/kg B, 4 FFE 2R 988 B W 19 41 e
TR B S M 5 2 B AE RO R, B Y A
WREETF R 5.1~105.0 mg/L B4 A 2 LU 7= ik
FtF R AT 1 A A A B T AR A A
BT FR R TR A DR TS 1 4 2 e PR A IR T
R S T e A G P 3 1 e v s AE 2 A i Y
U RGP B A0 Y BAR A B R E A
TE— B FEEE b2 IR i 3% v B [ B Tk,
T A, Wozny % KB, 76 (& 41 45 35 7= Ik
it AT, AN 0 A [0 e B8 10 R0, A 11 B R I A 1)
TEPEARAT I E] A7 5 MRASZ A A7 7 PR
it 1% T A
4.2 RE

Je 15 1) PR 3R Ve X 4 AT JOK ik R UK T TR A L
HEW)5 . fF Rusitec Z 40 H, 1A (9 4R 7E 10 ~
170 mg/d, ¥ 4 1 BHE 40 ~ 170 mg/d I, 20 12 B fit
T P it 2 DR 2 v B A 3G T 4 i Jin DY R
HE BERLRS, K BAERE E h IR IR E (5 g/ke

AR ) TT L S I 2 R B 5 PR R VR B R G N
SRR B AR W B T I A R, {HL AT DA A i
77 R T TR ) 9 R AR R S BE L AR TR B 5
M ZH AR LY, IR R 4L A2 16 1] ( Proteobacteria ) 1L
LR TR L 19 B, #UFF 187 1] ( Bacteroidetes ) Y
FEmAR, AN, IR ZE G, ZF MR AR 73 251
BN ( Succinivibrionaceae) W) 3= & i 2 30,
B 50 1 ( Pseudomonas) | W& Il ¥T & ( Haemophi-
Ius) 5525 [RH ( Neisseria) 5 FK T ( Streptococcus)
ik 7 ( Actinomyces) 3 J& 5 R 2 Wk B 5 1E M
X, Zhou ZIEF IEA MR B b KB, BN IR R
(0.8%~2.0%) )5, TN JE  FEERE R ( Copro-
coccus) “EH HL B & A= 28 Ak, Tin T LY AR R
WEFEN &, BN INR R (160 g/d) Ja, W49 H
77 MR T AT A 4 BB AT K A AR A FE LR R RS /Y
2~4 h JREAWREWKE BEW &, HAE 2 h i),
IR AR, T 1 B PR 22 20 AR WS I PR 2= 26 79 4 7
JOR it 1 28 e v (B 2 5 & R E TR
TR KB G PTG 22 5, XA IR R AT g S N IR IR R
WREA G, RAEWRM T IRE  HE I & A X M A
PRZ 3 JGs ), BT IR 200 T K e 0 7 e T 1) T e
WA KA, X 0T Be SR AR M 55 % 0 20 TR DK i
B TR T B 35 T PR R R R B S i
L A Py AR A 1) 25 A 14 Ji R 22—
4.3 Hft

211 AT JOR Tl 0 7 O T AT 0 3 1 3 A7 A DR
SCE T pH TCHLES 1 AL A SE, M E A
HAEis 1y pH, K T8 /N T 5l pH, #) 2B I
TG o MR 3ok AT ) DR 95 M 7E pHL 5.5 I IE
€ pH 7.0 W5 100 £%, HILIRES & & 45 pH 2 1L
KR — B A B F (Mn™, Cu™ | Zn™ |
Cd** Ni** Mg  Ba®* | Hg* Fl Co*") 7E & &b 25
il 22 A JUR 6 00 35 T SR, Spears 28 & BH,
X T35 SR AR B W P 7 R R T, Mn®t NP
1 Ba AT LAYE S IR 14, T Cu®  Zn* Il Cd*" 2%
I DRAE RGP . Bunting %8 & BHL, 76 IR 2 A R
O] AR DR A A I TR T R BCE TR RE Y 7 IR
PSSR SR FH PR 2R, TR il 0 A v TR R B
HAbA 7% M . Moharrery %5 (55 R W1,
B 7 TR il AT P L P O 3 M R T M A, AR
PREZ I, 7 Wk TR 7] 8 e ML AM IR R A A, 4K
S P E R il A — 2D A A A K A R
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5 &S HE AR EEHD 5

TE 2 B R T 4 A A AR TR, R 3R e K fif Sy
2, KA 1 2 8 W B et 9 18 Gl A W e R
(R R S 1R S i b EE AR IR B
R D g 49 e 550 F o2 AR DR 8 0 2, AT DA U2 DR R
AR 7K SifE | DT AT 2003 ik /0 2 A9 95 2K | 4 o R 3 R ]
R TEARAMRI 28 IR 550 [ a0 St A
M2 (AHA) EFEWERR — e (PPD) (N-T : 4 AL
M2 =Mt (NBPT) S0l B2 stk & 055 ) vl LA
AR St 00 ) IO g 3% P AR, PR AR P e v, L
i A H S I R ROCR R R SR A
PIR3E B P AT OC R AN B R R — ek A& )
XF T Bl AN S B At R A T R A XU X 26 41
il 7005 B )z MO e sh W i 3% 1

KIRFY) (FEZR G ) & H A A
VR 7 B MO A i 00 A SRR LA % A A 1] SR AT
TR0 B Bt R R 2, T H X E
200 T O I R0 7 IO it AT 5 el B I ST A b, BT T LA
TR T 4 T R A RS A A SE R ROR
Hh ) BT AT R AT A S A5 1 0 R DK T I P X
AT BB FH T B R 4 BT DR T B DR il B 2R TR
FAEEAE R, 53— W50 0 SE R A v )
TLL12(w/w) I HLEIR A, S8 5 I A 357 38475 4=
AR (2 g/kg) , 5 3R % B9 v 40 T IR
TG PEREAR , — S AR SRR 1Y 7™ IR 6 0 T 12 9K 7 8 N
WORHERE 1Y LB AT SR A T AT
TETLL =0 AR E 8 R 2F, D S — e G RHE Y
H R — R ARG ML A Y. Lin % 19 i MK
TR JEYE TR A W REAR T A0 BE A ik
Tit P BT ) BRI B B R B O BRI T 40 R DK I Y
T

S g2 B M ml LU S i & sh Y A B 1Y 5 9%
o XN TR ORI AR, R g R T IR
( Canavalia ensiformis L.) ‘i 2 FEAK T 9% B W 40 #
IR Rt A RSP e S AR X v R A
FR (164 g/kg) 1] R 4 2 | S e 42 b 5 O B0A %
RIS R E R, A BTIEH 2 — T BE 5 )
T2 IR TN 200 T R A ) f 2 [ R A 22 A G, K
PO TC IR E AR R ARAE Y LR TR PR 3A B 3
— LA T, IREESEH EE 1 UreC i FE AR ST, H.
KZ 5T TIRFFE 1Y UreC = BEAHALL, B0t FH i
I TRFF I 1Y UreC 1R 1 ok S e W 4 | & 98 f i

4 e TR A R R 9 R AR 17 % 5 FE AR SR A I
56 P L E S, IR B MR AT LR IR B 4  fige A
SN B RL, LA TSR FF B Y UreC DB 9
PERL B, o — AT R ) R T 1 A Tk
S SR 22 PR B IR 9 UreC 45 4 76— 2 1l
VERE v, FL AW 0 2808 2 L B — A g T R AT
B

6 /N 4

FH R AR 38 4 L 4 R sl W 2 19 5 4] R ) 4
S, ReRE T 43 27 fifk 38 B 11 5T ) Rk U e kY
RBE o X R R W = 5O AN AU B F 5 2 1R AR
T, B & A e A, i 0T DL A/ HE
i, Herb R T 4 TR UK R PR R A i Y O B PR
il , 3k R A A AL T 1 2 T BOR ORI DR AIC Y
R, WA REAER AR SE LN A,
7 IR Bl A 2 AN AT DGR (B B TR R Y
WD) S B U E R 2 R AR O &R AR Ak
ali 155 7 77 DR I A B T RHE , DALk, R BT B R
T N2 VAL 2 7 5 R 2 2 A5 ok 4 TR
2 AT UK It R 7 Mk T AT A R4 DR 3R ) A

2 TR IR i L AT S D 2 A R R R AT 55%
() ureC 3K 751 5 A1 fn] 4019 Tk il 56 R G O, 46
Ttk RN E e R B R T A
FE Wk A DU RS S IR T i A AL
R PR 28 B OG5, 53 A, 5 T J0R g 41 i) 55 I
KM RIARZ B Tl s R A0, HAF
TERSCAE Py 385 07 1 R0 7 B VR Y [a) L, 52 B oz FH JF
AR, R FHAS TR B 958 5 40 o R 1 45 5 AE — R 1l
VEREVE , EAT R B 5 1) e e, LA R X iR 1
= Bl R T P O B R TR, R SR M A
B WIAE A 25 R It 400 o) ) AR e e A T (B A
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Abstract; Bacterial urease and urease-producing bacteria in the rumen are fundamental in the utilization of ure-

a, which play important roles in gastrointestinal health and nitrogen balance for ruminants. The present review

intended to discuss the character of urease structure, the role of urease in urea metabolism of ruminant, the di-

versity of urease-producing ruminant bacteria, urease activity and factors affecting them, and urease inhibitor

and its application in the rumen, which could be useful for providing the methods and ideas for understanding

rumen microorganisms comprehensively, and for regulating and improving the utilization efficiency of urea in
ruminants. [ Chinese Journal of Animal Nutrition, 2020, 32(12) :5532-5539 ]
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