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ABSTRACT OF DISSERTATION 
 
 
 

STRATEGIC NUTRITIONAL INTERVENTIONS WITH PROBIOTICS AND THEIR 
RELATIONSHIP TO PERFORMANCE, FEEDING BEHAVIOR, AND 

RETICULORUMEN ENVIRONMENT IN COWS AND CALVES UNDER 
SUBACUTE RUMINAL ACIDOSIS RISK 

 
Subacute ruminal acidosis (SARA) is a digestive disorder in ruminants 

characterized by extended periods of low reticulorumen pH. This digestive disorder is 
commonly observed in ruminants fed diets with elevated proportions of non-fibrous 
carbohydrates. This disorder has been vastly studied in adult dairy cattle and has been 
associated with losses in milk production, changes in feeding behavior, damage to the 
gastrointestinal tract, and premature culling. Although vastly studied in adult cattle, there 
is limited research on the effects of SARA in calves. SARA might be prevented by 
modifying the reticulorumen environment with probiotic supplements containing lactate-
utilizing bacteria such as Megasphaera elsdenii. Megasphaera elsdenii is a naturally 
occurring rumen microorganism known for stabilizing ruminal pH. Thus, the objectives of 
this dissertation were to investigate the effects of Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation 
strategies to prevent SARA in cows and calves in commercial situations, therefore 
improving animal welfare and performance. The first objective of this dissertation was to 
investigate the effects of Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation via oral drench on 
reticulorumen pH, milk production, and feed intake and behavior of lactating cows 
undergoing a ruminal acidosis challenge. The second objective of this dissertation was to 
evaluate the effects of early-life Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation on feed intake, 
performance, and feeding behavior patterns of dairy-beef crossbred calves. Lastly, the third 
objective of this dissertation was to evaluate how early-life Megasphaera elsdenii 
supplementation with an oral probiotic capsule affects the reticulorumen fermentation and 
development in dairy-beef crossbred calves. Overall strategic nutritional interventions with 
Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation were beneficial for cows and calves under SARA 
risk. As cows receiving the probiotic experienced shorter and less intense SARA when 
compared to control cows during a SARA challenge. Furthermore, calves supplemented 
with Megasphaera elsdenii at early production stages displayed greater feed intake, weight 
gain, and superior reticulorumen development when compared to control calves. Future 
research should investigate the effects of Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation on the 
reticulorumen microbiome of cows and calves under SARA risk. 

 
KEYWORDS: Ruminal acidosis, Megasphaera elsdenii, feeding strategy, rumen 

development 
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CHAPTER 1. REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

Dairy cow productivity in the United States (NASS, 2023) and Europe (FAS, 2023) 

has been steadily increasing during recent years. This increase in productivity is associated 

with an increase in the nutrient requirements by dairy cattle (NASEM, 2021). However, 

cows might not be able to fully fulfill their increased nutrient requirements by increasing 

intake, as gut fill is one of the many factors that limit dry matter intake (DMI) in cattle 

(Allen, 1996). Thus, a common nutritional strategy to fulfill the increased nutrient 

requirements without limiting DMI caused by gut fill, is to increase the nutrient density of 

the diets by offering greater proportions of non-fibrous carbohydrates (Allen, 2000, 

Elmhadi et al., 2022). 

Diets containing greater proportions of non-fibrous carbohydrates favor the 

production of volatile fatty acids (VFA) and lactate in the reticulorumen (Nafikov and 

Beitz, 2007). Furthermore, these carbohydrate-rich diets favor the production of 

propionate (Khan et al., 2011b), one of the main glucose precursors in ruminants, specially 

lactating dairy cows (Nafikov and Beitz, 2007). However, the accumulation of VFA and 

lactate in the reticulorumen lowers its pH (Nagaraja and Titgemeyer, 2007a), increasing 

the risks of acute and subacute reticulorumen acidosis (SARA(Krause and Oetzel, 2006a, 

Khorrami et al., 2021). 

Subacute reticulorumen acidosis is a common digestive disorder in dairy cattle 

characterized by long periods of time with reticulorumen pH between 5.5 and 5.0 (Gozho 

et al., 2007, Plaizier et al., 2008, Jaramillo-López et al., 2017). Whereas acute 
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reticulorumen acidosis is characterized by abrupt drops in reticulorumen pH below 5.0  

followed by clinical symptoms such as ataxia, diarrhea, reduced reticulorumen motility, 

and even death (Snyder and Credille, 2017). Subacute reticulorumen acidosis can affect 

the reticulorumen papillae structure (Steele et al., 2011), reduce milk yield (Colman et al., 

2010), reduce milk fat percentage (Colman et al., 2010, Golder et al., 2023), affect feeding 

behavior (DeVries et al., 2008, DeVries et al., 2009, Coon et al., 2019), and other 

secondary effects are being study recently. The association of SARA with severe 

implications such as liver abscesses (Nagaraja and Titgemeyer, 2007a, Elmhadi et al., 

2022) and laminitis (Passos et al., 2023) are established; thus despite the lack of apparent 

clinical signs, SARA is a costly disease for farmers (Rojo-Gimeno et al., 2018). 

Despite being vastly studied and reviewed (Krause and Oetzel, 2006a, Monteiro 

and Faciola, 2020, Plaizier et al., 2022) in adult cattle, there is limited information about 

SARA in calves. Previous research has shown that reticulorumen pH in calves is 

consistently lower than in adult cattle (Gentile et al., 2004, Suarez-Mena et al., 2016, Yohe 

et al., 2018), yet calves are still prone to decreases in reticulorumen pH, especially during 

weaning (Beharka et al., 1998, Suarez-Mena et al., 2016, Gelsinger et al., 2020). Recent 

studies reported that calves experiencing feed induced SARA have displayed reduced solid 

feed intake, reduced growth, and poor reticulorumen development when compared to their 

control counterparts (Li et al., 2019, Gelsinger et al., 2020). 

There is a myriad of acute and SARA treatment and prevention methods in cattle. 

However, most research work focuses on the prevention of the disorder as treatment might 

be labor intensive and mostly recommended for severe acute reticulorumen acidosis cases 

(Snyder and Credille, 2017). Some of the many SARA prevention methods include 
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adjusting the physically effective fiber levels in the diet (Yang and Beauchemin, 2006, 

Maulfair et al., 2013, Khorrami et al., 2021), dietary inclusion of buffers (Enemark, 2008, 

Srivastava et al., 2021), dietary inclusion of ionophores (Mutsvangwa et al., 2002, Pacheco 

et al., 2023), provision of free-choice buffers (Keunen et al., 2003, Paton et al., 2006, 

Krause et al., 2009) or free choice straw (Genís et al., 2021, Monjezi et al., 2022). 

The vast adoption of antimicrobials in livestock diets has been associated to 

increases in antimicrobial resistance, which is a risk both for animal and human health 

(Rousham et al., 2018, Garcia et al., 2019). Thus, there is a need to develop new 

alternatives to dietary antimicrobial use. In fact, following the prohibition of ionophores 

as feed additives for cattle, such as monensin in Europe (EuropeanCommision, 2007), 

researchers started investigating natural alternatives for SARA management such as 

probiotics (Cangiano et al., 2020, Barreto et al., 2021). Probiotics are defined as live strains 

of select microorganisms which might grant a health benefit to the host (Markowiak and 

Śliżewska, 2017). When developing a probiotic it is essential that the strains chosen are 

safe for human and animals, specific for a target disorder, and that they can survive in the 

gastrointestinal tract (Anadón et al., 2006). Multi-species probiotics seem to have a 

positive effect on performance and health when animals are under stress (Cangiano et al., 

2020). Yet, we must acknowledge that the reticulorumen is a complex and dynamic 

environment where multiple bacteria compete for substrates (Weimer, 2015, Costa-Roura 

et al., 2022, Du et al., 2023). One microorganism that has great probiotic potential for 

animals under SARA risk is the lactate-utilizing bacteria Megasphaera elsdenii.  

Megasphaera elsdenii is a gram-negative rumen microorganism known for 

metabolizing lactic acid and helping to stabilize ruminal pH  (Counotte et al., 1981a, 
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Nocek, 1997, Nagaraja and Titgemeyer, 2007a). It can ferment lactic acid to acetic and 

propionic acids (Hino et al., 1994). Some strains of Megasphaera elsdenii have been 

patented and are now available to be used as SARA control tools (Leedle et al., 1990, Horn 

et al., Inventors. 2009). Hence, an opportunity exists for implementing strategic 

Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation for cows and calves under SARA risk.  

The primary aim of this review is to highlight the causes, consequences, and 

prevention strategies of SARA in both cows and calves. First, this review will summarize 

the development and differentiation of the reticulorumen and its microbiome from birth to 

adulthood to set the necessary background to understand the environment and 

circumstances in which SARA may arise. The next portion of this review will focus on 

defining and exploring the causes and consequences of SARA in cows and calves. Finally, 

this review will cover the existing and potential nutritional management strategies that can 

be adopted to prevent or mitigate the effects of this nutritional disorder, such as adjusting 

the levels of non-fibrous carbohydrates in the diet, supplementation with dietary buffers, 

or probiotics. This review aims to emphasize the use of probiotics to prevent SARA, 

specifically focusing on the current research available on Megasphaera elsdenii 

supplementation to cows and calves under SARA risk.  

1.2 THE RETICULORUMEN DEVELOPMENT AND FUNCTION 

A fully developed and functional reticulorumen is fundamental for optimal feed 

digestion, health, and production in cattle (Baldwin and Connor, 2017). However, newborn 

calves do not have a functional reticulorumen and are considered functional monogastrics 

as milk (or milk replacer) is digested and absorbed in the abomasum and small intestine, 
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respectively (Baldwin et al., 2004, Meale et al., 2017a). To achieve full development, the 

reticulorumen must go through three main steps during the rearing period: i) microbial 

colonization, ii) functional development (increases in fermentation capacity and 

absorption), and iii) anatomical development (increases in reticulorumen and papillae size) 

(Yáñez-Ruiz et al., 2015). These changes are necessary for calves to develop into mature 

ruminants with an established symbiotic relationship with microorganisms in their 

forestomaches in order to digest plant cell walls and contents via fermentation, 

differentiating themselves from monogastric animals feeding strategies (Russell, 2002). 

This section of the literature review will first describe the reticulorumen 

microorganisms. Then, we will focus on the microbial, metabolic, and anatomical 

development of the reticulorumen in calves from birth to postweaning and highlight the 

research investigating nutritional and management practices that can be adopted during 

this period to ensure proper reticulorumen development in calves. 

 

1.2.1 Microbiome colonization in the calf 

The development of a functional microbiome in calves is critical to produce VFA 

in the reticulorumen aiding calves in the transition from liquid to solid diets.  The calf 

reticulorumen microbiome is naïve at birth and it can be affected by several factors such 

as genetics (Paz et al., 2016), environment (O'Hara et al., 2020), age (Jami et al., 2013), 

the diet (Dias et al., 2018, Dill-McFarland et al., 2019), and management practices (Amin 

et al., 2021). Thus, in this section we will discuss the development of the calf microbiome 

from in utero to weaning as well as its relationship to environmental and management 

factors. 
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1.2.1.1 The calf microbiome at birth. 

It was believed that the gastrointestinal tract in calves in utero was sterile and 

microbial colonization started during birth following the rupture of the amniotic 

membranes (Arshad et al., 2021). Those beliefs were mostly based on fetus sterility 

observations from the human literature (Mackie et al., 1999, Malmuthuge and Griebel, 

2018, Kennedy et al., 2021). However, in a rigorously controlled study, Guzman et al. 

(2020) reported that viable bacteria and archaea were detected in the reticulorumen fluid 

and tissue of calf fetuses from 5 to 7 months of gestation. Furthermore, the authors reported 

that the majority of the bacteria detected in the reticulorumen fluid or tissue of calf fetuses 

were from aerobic or facultative anaerobic microorganisms (Guzman et al., 2020). Despite 

the presence of these microorganisms in utero, the microbiome in neonatal calves lacks in 

diversity and changes rapidly after birth as the population of anaerobic and facultative 

anaerobic microorganisms is replaced by anaerobic microorganisms (Du et al., 2023). In 

fact, shortly after birth, the calf reticulorumen displays a few microorganisms commonly 

observed in adult cattle. For example, Jami et al. (2013) utilized quantitative real-time PCR 

analysis and reported the presence of fibrolytic (e.g. Ruminococcus albus), amylolytic (e.g. 

Streptococcus bovis), and lactate-utilizing (e.g. Selenomonas ruminantium and 

Megasphaera elsdenii) bacteria in the reticulorumen of calves between 1 and 3 days of age. 

The persistence of early colonizing reticulorumen bacteria from birth to adulthood has also 

been recently confirmed in a study by Furman et al. (2020).  

The calf microbiome is dynamic and displays constant changes as the calf ages 

(Jami et al., 2013) .As they age, calves display a natural and gradual increase in solid feed 
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intake, which brings new substrates into the reticulorumen changing microbial populations 

to show specialization towards those substrates (Rey et al., 2014, Meale et al., 2017a). As 

the microbiome in calves becomes more specialized in solid feed fermentation, it starts to 

resemble the microbiome observed in adult cattle. In fact, Jami et al. (2013) reported that 

at 2 months of age the calf microbiome starts to resemble the adult microbiome and that 

this similarity only increases with age. During the microbial colonization and stabilization 

process, it can be affected by several factors such as environment (O'Hara et al., 2020), 

management practices (Amin et al., 2021), and diet (Dias et al., 2018, Dill-McFarland et 

al., 2019). Thus, the following section will focus on the effects of environment and 

management practices on the calf microbiome. 

 

1.2.1.2 Effects of environment and management on the calf microbiome 

Farm environment and management practices varies greatly around the world 

(Hötzel et al., 2014, Staněk et al., 2014, Medrano-Galarza et al., 2017). Thus, it is important 

to understand how different management practices might affect microbial populations 

during the reticulorumen development phase in early life. 

One of the first effects of environment and management on microbiome 

development in calves happens at birth. Furman et al. (2020) reported that reticulorumen 

microbiome of calves delivered via C-section displayed greater microbial diversity and was 

less stable over time when compared to calves delivered via vaginal birth. In addition, calf 

rearing environment might affect the early-life reticulorumen microbiome. In a study 

investigating the effect of rearing environment on  reticulorumen microbiome in beef 

calves, O'Hara et al. (2020) reported that calves born on different farms presented different 
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reticulorumen microbiomes in the first month of life despite being reared under similar 

management and dietary conditions.  

Calf rearing and management practices might also affect the early-life gut 

microbiome and development. For example, Malmuthuge et al. (2015) reported that calves 

fed pasteurized colostrum had lower counts of Escherichia coli and greater counts of 

Bifidobacterium in their lower gut when compared to calves fed unpasteurized colostrum. 

Furthermore, other management factors such as weaning age and method have an impact 

on the reticulorumen microbiome in calves. In a study investigating the effects of weaning 

age on the reticulorumen microbiome in dairy calves, Meale et al. (2017b) reported that 

calves weaned at 6 weeks of age displayed more drastic shifts and less microbiome 

resilience when compared to calves weaned at 8 weeks of age. Similarly, Amin et al. (2021) 

reported drastic changes in bacterial diversity in the reticulorumen of dairy calves weaned 

at 7 weeks of age. In addition, the authors reported that the reticulorumen microbiome of 

calves weaned at 7 weeks of age displayed lower counts of amylolytic bacteria and 

increased fibrolytic bacteria when compared to calves weaned at 17 weeks of age. Still, 

weaning calves at 17 weeks of age does not reflect current dairy calf raising practices (Urie 

et al., 2018).  Authors agree that delaying the age of weaning and  allows calves to adapt 

to the ingestion of solid feeds promoting a gradual shift in the reticulorumen microbiome 

(Meale et al., 2017b, Amin et al., 2021). However, diet is one of the major factors 

associated with changes in the calf microbiome. Thus, the following section will explore 

the effects of diet in the calf microbiome. 

 

1.2.1.3 Effects of diet on the calf microbiome 
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Calves are exposed to different diets during the rearing period. One of the most 

drastic dietary changes happens during weaning as the calf is transitioning from a liquid to 

solid diet. To understand the effects of dietary composition on reticulorumen microbial 

community, it is important to understand the microorganisms themselves. Thus, in this 

section we will describe the most common reticulorumen microorganisms and describe 

how they might be affected by dietary composition. 

The reticulorumen is a mainly anaerobic environment, and its microbiome is 

composed of bacteria, protozoa, fungi, and viruses (Russell, 2002, Gruninger et al., 2019, 

Newbold and Ramos-Morales, 2020). Given the microbial diversity and the complexity of 

their interactions, researchers tend to divide the reticulorumen microbiome into functional 

groups (e.g. fibrolytic, amylolytic, lactate-utilizers, and hydrogen-utilizers) based on their 

substrates or products (Moraïs and Mizrahi, 2019). The fibrolytic group is composed by 

bacteria (e.g. Ruminococcus albus, Fibrobacter succionogenes, and Butyvibrio 

fibrosolvens), protozoa (e.g. Polyplastron), and fungi with their primary substrate being 

cellulose and products being acetate, formate, and hydrogen (Russell, 2002, Newbold et 

al., 2015, Moraïs and Mizrahi, 2019). The amylolytic group is composed mostly by bacteria 

(e.g. Ruminobacter amylophilus, Selenomonas ruminantium, Streptococcus bovis) with 

their primary substrate being starch and sugars and their products include acetate, formate, 

lactate, and propionate (Russell, 2002, Moraïs and Mizrahi, 2019). Lactate-utilizers are 

bacteria  which main substrate is mainly lactate and their products include acetate, 

propionate, butyrate, hydrogen, and even lactate depending on the substrate utilized (e.g. 

Megasphaera elsdenii, Selenomonas ruminantium; (Russell, 2002, Moraïs and Mizrahi, 

2019). Hydrogen-utilizing are mainly archaea which main substrates are hydrogen and 
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carbon dioxide and their main product is methane (e.g. Methanobrevibacter ruminantium, 

Methanosarcina barkeri; (Russell, 2002, Moraïs and Mizrahi, 2019). 

 Common reticulorumen microorganisms show different substrate preferences, thus 

the abundance of those substrates in the reticulorumen will influence how each microbial 

population grows. For example, forages are rich in structural carbohydrates such as 

cellulose and hemicellulose. Consequently, forage ingestion has been associated with 

increases in reticulorumen cellulolytic bacteria and protozoa populations (Suárez et al., 

2006b, Terré et al., 2013b, Khan et al., 2016). On the other hand, calf starters (also referred 

to in the literature as grain or concentrate) are rich in non-fibrous carbohydrates such as 

starch and sugars. Hence, calf starter intake have been associated with decreases in 

reticulorumen lactose fermenting bacteria and increases in amylolytic and lactate utilizing 

bacteria (Terré et al., 2013b, Khan et al., 2016, Dias et al., 2018). 

 Differences in the inclusion rate of forages or non-fibrous carbohydrates will affect 

the reticulorumen microbiome and, consequently, affect reticulorumen VFA production. 

Thus, the next session will explore how different dietary and management strategies can 

affect reticulorumen VFA production and their association with reticulorumen anatomical 

growth.   

 

1.2.2 Reticulorumen functional and anatomical development 

The capacity to produce and absorb VFA are extremely important for the functional 

and anatomical development of the reticulorumen, being directly associated with calf 

growth. In fact, reticulorumen fermentation and VFA production becomes fundamental 

with age, as the calf’s energy metabolisms starts to focus mostly on VFA utilization (Klotz 
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and Heitmann, 2007, Guilloteaul et al., 2009). To utilize the VFA produced in the 

reticulorumen, the animal must absorb it via the reticulorumen epithelium (Grünberg and 

Constable, 2008, Morgavi et al., 2013). Yet, milk tends to bypass the rumen via the 

esophageal groove therefore, the production of VFA in the reticulorumen is highly 

associated with the ingestion of solid feeds  (Baldwin et al., 2004, Meale et al., 2017a). The 

next section of this review will explore the association between diet composition, VFA 

production, and reticulorumen functional and anatomical development. 

 

1.2.2.1 Effects of solid diet on reticulorumen functional and anatomical development 

The ingestion of solid diets is fundamental for VFA production in the 

reticulorumen. In addition, the VFA profile is extremely important for the functional and 

anatomical development of the reticulorumen and calf growth (Terré et al., 2013b). The 

production of VFA by the reticulorumen microorganisms provides the chemical stimulus 

needed for papillae growth and VFA absorption capacity (Sander et al., 1959, Tamate et 

al., 1962, Diao et al., 2019). In fact, Nishihara et al. (2023) reported that increased VFA 

concentrations were associated with increased expression in genes associated with VFA 

absorption in the reticulorumen epithelium. Thus, the production and profile of VFA is 

extremely important for the functional and anatomical development of the reticulorumen 

and calf growth. 

Ingestion of calf starters containing non-fibrous carbohydrates have been 

associated with increased production of butyrate and propionate (Terré et al., 2013b, Khan 

et al., 2016, Dias et al., 2018). Whereas forage-based diets have been mostly associated 

with increases in reticulorumen acetate production (Terré et al., 2013b, Khan et al., 2016, 
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Dias et al., 2018). However, the ability to stimulate reticulorumen functional and 

anatomical development in calves differs between VFA. Increases in papillae dimensions 

and VFA absorption capacity have been associated with the concentrations of butyrate 

followed by acetate, and propionate, respectively (Bergman, 1990). Tamate et al. (1962) 

demonstrated the role VFA and solid feed intake played in reticulorumen development in 

a trial. The authors reported that calves receiving milk and a reticulorumen infusion of 

propionate and butyrate had similar reticulorumen papillae dimensions compared to calves 

with access to milk, hay, and calf starter. However, authors reported that the reticulorumen 

weights of calves receiving milk and the VFA infusion were lower than the reticulorumen 

weights of calves with access to milk, hay, and calf starter (Tamate et al., 1962). The 

physical bulk caused by the presence of solid feed in the reticulorumen aids the 

development of the reticulorumen musculature being associated with greater reticulorumen 

weights and capacity (Tamate et al., 1962, Khan et al., 2008, Khan et al., 2011a). Therefore, 

provision of calf starter and forages is recommended to stimulate the production and 

absorption of VFA by increasing reticulorumen musculature and papillae development in 

calves (Terré et al., 2013b). However, low solid feed intake has been associated with low 

VFA production and poor reticulorumen functional and anatomical development.  

Management practices such as providing calves with high milk allowances might 

hinder solid feed intake and affect reticulorumen development. Feeding calves higher milk 

allowances has a positive effect on weight gain and reduces the display of behaviors 

associated with hunger (Rosenberger et al., 2017). However, calves fed greater amounts of 

milk display lower solid feed intake, especially during the preweaning period (Kristensen 

et al., 2007, Rosenberger et al., 2017). In a study feeding calves different milk allowances 
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from two to five weeks of age, reported that as milk allowance increased, solid feed intake 

and reticulorumen butyrate concentrations decreased (Kristensen et al., 2007). The same 

authors harvested the calves at five weeks of age and reported that reticulorumen weight 

decreased as milk allowance increased (Kristensen et al., 2007). Lastly, low solid feed 

intake during the preweaning period is associated with poor growth during the post 

weaning period (Nielsen et al., 2008, Sweeney et al., 2010). Therefore, it is important to 

adopt strategies that promote solid feed intake and VFA production during the preweaning 

period. Thus, the next section will focus on management strategies that focus on increasing 

solid feed intake during the preweaning period. 

 

1.2.2.2 Promoting solid feed intake during the preweaning period 

  Promoting solid feed intake in early life is necessary for proper reticulorumen 

development and for guaranteeing calf growth during the weaning period. The transition 

from liquid to solid diets can be stressful for calves. However, the adoption of proper 

feeding management strategies can ensure calf success during the weaning and 

postweaning periods and ameliorate the stress of this transition period. 

 Low solid feed intake during the preweaning period has been associated with high 

milk allowances (Kristensen et al., 2007). For instance, when calves fed larger amounts of 

milk are abruptly weaned, they display decreased solid feed intake, poor weight gain, and 

display increased signs of hunger during weaning (Nielsen et al., 2008, Sweeney et al., 

2010). 

 Gradual (or step-down) weaning programs utilize a gradual decrease in the amount 

of milk offered to calves as weaning age approaches. The adoption of gradual weaning 
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programs has been used to ease the transition from liquid to solid diets and promote solid 

feed intake during the preweaning period. In a trial comparing abrupt and gradual weaned 

Holstein heifers, Khan et al. (2007a) reported that heifers undergoing a step-down weaning 

program displayed greater solid feed dry matter intake, body weight gain, and feed 

efficiency compared to abruptly weaned heifers. Then, in a similar study with male 

Holstein calves, Khan et al. (2007b) reported that calves managed under a step-down 

weaning program displayed greater solid feed intake and greater body weight gain during 

the pre and postweaning periods compared to abruptly weaned calves. Furthermore, the 

authors reported that calves managed under a step-down weaning program displayed 

greater reticulorumen acetate, propionate, butyrate, and total VFA concentrations at 

weaning and postweaning compared to abruptly weaned calves. Lastly, the same study 

reported that the greater solid feed intake and VFA concentration displayed by gradually 

weaned calves was responsible for these calves displaying greater reticulorumen size, 

papillae size, and papillae concentration compared to abruptly weaned calves 

(Khan et al., 2007b). 

Solid feed intake is fundamental to stimulate reticulorumen microbial growth, VFA 

production, and reticulorumen development in calves. The adoption of management 

practices that promote solid feed intake is necessary to ensure proper reticulorumen 

development and ensure calf success postweaning. In fact, the reticulorumen microbiome 

and VFA concentration in postweaning calves display similarities to what is observed in 

adult cows (Suárez et al. (2006a). Thus, in the next section we will briefly describe the 

reticulorumen environment in the adult cow and describe how it can be affected by different 

nutritional and management practices. 
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1.2.3 The reticulorumen of an adult cow 

A healthy and stable reticulorumen environment is needed for optimal feed 

digestibility, health, and production in adult dairy cows. The cow reticulorumen 

microbiome allows them to digest feeds that are unsuitable for human nutrition into high-

value protein sources for humans such as milk and meat (Russell, 2002). Thus, in this 

section we will describe the unique characteristics of the adult cattle microbiome as well 

as how it might be affected by diet. 

The adult cow microbiome displays a degree in microbial specialization for feed 

digestion that is reflected by the reduced microbial diversity in comparison to calves. In 

fact, it is estimated that over 90% of the microbial population in the adult cow is composed 

of bacteria and protozoa (Weimer, 2015). In fact, a study evaluating the microbiome of 

ruminants across 35 countries, Henderson et al. (2015) reported that animals share a 

common core bacterial microbiome. The authors also reported that although distribution of 

species might vary across individual, the core reticulorumen bacteria genus observed 

across animals were Prevotella, Butyvibrio, and Ruminococcus. More recently, the 

presence of a shared core microbiome was also observed across 1,016 European dairy cows 

despite differences location, breed, and diet (Wallace et al., 2019). The presence of a core 

microbial community does not imply lack of microbial diversity in the reticulorumen. For 

example, the Hungate1000, a community effort aiming to catalog reticulorumen bacteria 

and archaea, has 501 catalogued and cultured species (Seshadri et al., 2018). On the other 

hand, utilization of the 16S Rrna gene sequences has allowed researchers to catalog more 

than 13,000 bacterial and 3,500 archaea species that were present in the reticulorumen of 
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cattle (Kim et al., 2011). Yet, authors still report the presence of unclassified reticulorumen 

microorganisms (Smith et al., 2022, Zhang et al., 2022). 

The microbial diversity observed in the reticulorumen microbiome of cows allows 

the microbial population to demonstrate redundancy. Redundancy is defined as the overlap 

in function across multiple microbial species (Weimer, 2015). The combination of a core 

microbiome and presence of overlapping functions across microbial species makes the 

reticulorumen of adult cattle to be a highly resilient environment (Weimer, 2015). 

Westman (1978) defines an ecosystem as resilient based on its ability to restore its structure 

following disturbances. Later, Weimer et al. (2010) demonstrated the resilience of the 

reticulorumen environment by performing a total exchange of reticulorumen contents 

between animals. The authors reported that the reticulorumen microbiome was able to 

return to its original composition following total exchange of contents (Weimer et al., 

2010). Despite demonstrating high resilience, the reticulorumen environment in dairy cows 

is still subject to changes based mainly on dietary composition (Henderson et al., 2015, 

Deusch et al., 2017). Thus, the next section will describe the effects of diet on the cow 

microbiome composition.  

 

1.2.3.1 Effects of diet on cow reticulorumen microbiome and VFA production 

Diet composition and management is one of the main factors associated with cattle 

production and health. Thus, in this section we will describe the effects of dietary 

composition and management on the reticulorumen microbiome and VFA production in 

cows.  
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A comprehensive survey of cattle across 35 countries reported that the microbial 

communities differed between animals fed forage, mixed (50-70% forage + grain), and 

grain-based diets (Henderson et al. (2015). In forage fed cattle, the reticulorumen 

microbiome has greater counts of fibrolytic bacteria compared to other functional groups. 

On the other hand, cattle fed grain-based diets showed decreases in fibrolytic bacteria and 

increases in propionate-producing bacteria. Lastly, cattle fed mixed diets presented a 

microbiome that was an intermediate between forage and grain-fed cattle (Henderson et 

al., 2015). Similar findings were reported by Zhang et al. (2017) in a trial investigating 

different forage to grain ratios. The authors reported that the relative abundance of 

cellulolytic bacteria decreased as dietary non-fibrous carbohydrate inclusion increased. 

Furthermore, they reported an increase in amylolytic bacteria as grain inclusion increase, 

which culminated in increases in propionate and butyrate production (Zhang et al., 2017). 

Wang et al. (2020) also reported similar shifts in reticulorumen microbiome and VFA 

concentration when comparing cows fed high (70% inclusion) and low (35% inclusion) 

forage diet. In addition, the authors reported that cows fed low forage diets displayed 

increases in lactate utilizing bacteria populations compared to cows fed a high forage diet 

(Wang et al., 2020). 

Elevated proportions of non-fibrous carbohydrates in the diet can also affect the 

reticulorumen environment in lactating dairy cows. For example, in a study feeding 

isonitrogenous and isoenergetic diets that differed in the level of non-fibrous carbohydrates 

(NFC), Rustomo et al. (2006) reported that cows fed high NFC diet tended to display lower 

reticulorumen pH for longer period of time compared to control. The physical form and 

processing of grains also seems to affect the reticulorumen environment in dairy cows. The 
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inclusion of processed grains (rolled, steamed, finely ground) facilitates microbial 

digestion, however it has been associated with decreases in reticulorumen pH in adult cattle 

(Maulfair et al., 2011, Carvalho and Felix, 2020, Oba and Kammes-Main, 2023). On the 

other hand, feeding chopped versus ground forages had a positive effect on reticulorumen 

pH but was associated with lower total VFA concentration in dairy cows (Yang et al., 2001, 

Beauchemin et al., 2003).  However, feeding long forage particle sizes might cause cows 

to sort against those long particles and ingest mostly finer components of the diet, which 

can negatively affect reticulorumen pH (Coon et al., 2019). 

Modification of dietary forage and grain proportions as well as managing dietary 

factors such as grain processing and dietary particle size also seems to affect the 

reticulorumen environment. The importance of dietary management in adult dairy cattle 

seems to be further highlighted at the beginning of lactation. Upon parturition, cows 

experience a drastic increase in energy requirements to sustain milk production (NASEM, 

2021). In addition, early lactation cows display decreased dry matter intake (Ospina et al., 

2010). This reduction in dry matter intake is complex to be explained and it seems to be 

caused by a multitude of factors such as decreased rumen volume (Reynolds et al., 2004), 

hormonal (Pushpakumara et al., 2003) and management changes (Proudfoot et al., 2009, 

Garnsworthy and Topps, 2010). As a strategy to increase energy intake after parturition, 

nutritionists tend to elevate the nutrient density of postpartum diets by feeding diets 

containing elevated proportions of non-fibrous carbohydrates, which might lead to 

decreases in reticulorumen pH and possibly SARA. Thus, in the next section of this review, 

we will describe the causes, consequences, and prevention strategies of SARA in cows and 

calves. 
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1.3 SUBACUTE RETICULORUMEN ACIDOSIS 

A stable reticulorumen pH is a critical factor for the maintenance of a healthy 

microbiome and effective feed digestion. In fact, reticulorumen pH is a combination of 

factors: i) VFA production, ii) VFA absorption, and iii) buffering. Any drastic disturbances 

in any of those factors might lead to SARA. Hence, in this section we will define SARA, 

explore the consequences of the disorder in calves and cows, and describe common 

prevention methods. 

1.3.1 SARA Definition 

Subacute reticulorumen acidosis is a common digestive disorder observed in dairy 

and beef cattle characterized by low reticulorumen pH that can affect animal production, 

behavior, and health (González et al., 2012, Plaizier et al., 2022).   

The display of clear visual SARA symptoms is highly variable between individuals 

and that common symptoms (e.g. decreased feed intake and decreased performance) be 

strongly associated with other disorders (Wetzels et al., 2017, Plaizier et al., 2018, Plaizier 

et al., 2022), which makes SARA difficult to be easily diagnosed in the field without a 

multifactorial approach. The lack of an easy on-farm diagnostics tool might contribute to 

the relatively elevated prevalence of SARA in dairy herds across the globe. In a cross 

sectional study across Wisconsin dairy farms, Garrett et al. (1997) reported high SARA 

prevalence in early and mid-lactation cows. In a study evaluating 315 cows across 26 

German dairy herds, Kleen et al. (2013) reported that a cows displaying low reticulorumen 

pH was elevated. The combination of the lack of an easy diagnostics tool, lack of clear 

visual symptoms, and the relatively high prevalence, makes SARA a costly disorder for 

dairy farmers.  



 

20 
 

Most SARA definitions are based on pH thresholds; therefore, if reticulorumen pH 

drops below a certain threshold, the animal is considered to be under SARA risk (Plaizier 

et al., 2022). In grain-adapted dairy cows, normal reticulorumen pH ranges from 5.5 to 6.5 

(Nagaraja and Titgemeyer, 2007a). In dairy calves, reticulorumen pH seems to be 

consistently lower than in adult cattle, ranging from 5.0 to 6.0 (Gentile et al., 2004, Suarez-

Mena et al., 2016, Yohe et al., 2018). Despite presenting lower reticulorumen pH compared 

to adult cows, calves are still prone to decreases in reticulorumen pH, especially during 

weaning as they transition from liquid to solid diets (Beharka et al., 1998, Suarez-Mena et 

al., 2016, Gelsinger et al., 2020). To our knowledge, no clear SARA thresholds have been 

defined for calves. 

Subacute reticulorumen acidosis has been defined as a digestive disorder in dairy 

cows characterized when reticulorumen drops pH between 5.5 and 5.0 (Garrett et al., 

1999a). This SARA threshold was highly based on work by Russell and Dombrowski 

(1980) showing that reticulorumen bacterial growth seems to be compromised at lower pH. 

Other authors argument that the threshold to define SARA should be raised to 5.8 instead 

of 5.5, as at this pH fiber digestion is negatively affected (Krause et al., 2002, Sung et al., 

2006). More recently, indwelling reticulorumen pH measuring systems have been used to 

constantly monitor reticulorumen pH dynamics in cattle (Penner et al., 2009). Gozho et al. 

(2007) utilized indwelling reticulorumen pH monitoring systems and constant 

reticulorumen fluid sampling to investigate the relationship between reticulorumen pH and 

free ruminal lipopolysaccharides (LPS). The authors suggested that SARA should be 

defined as combination of time and pH as cows displayed increases in blood acute phase 

proteins and reticulorumen endotoxins when they spent more than 180 minutes per day 
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under pH 5.6 (Gozho et al., 2007). Both SARA definition pH thresholds (< 5.8 and < 5.6) 

have been vastly adopted by researchers, and it is common practice to analyze and report 

data utilizing both thresholds (Kleen et al., 2013, Danscher et al., 2015).  

Subacute reticulorumen acidosis is difficult to detect on farm as animals might not 

display clinical symptoms. Furthermore, single point measurements of reticulorumen pH 

do not always reflect pH variations an animal experiences throughout the day. Hence, it is 

important to understand the causes of the disorder so its risk can be minimized through 

management strategies. Thus, in the next section we will explore the causes of SARA. 

1.3.2 Causes of SARA 

Subacute reticulorumen acidosis is caused by one or a combination of two factors: i) 

replacement of fiber by non-fibrous carbohydrates to meet elevated energy requirements; 

ii) lack of reticulorumen adaptation (Kleen et al., 2003, Plaizier et al., 2018, Plaizier et al., 

2022). Diets rich in non-fibrous carbohydrates are associated with decreases in 

reticulorumen pH and diets rich in fiber are associated with increases in reticulorumen pH. 

In ruminants,  high starch diets have been shown to favor the production of volatile fatty 

acids (VFA) and lactate in the reticulorumen (Nafikov and Beitz, 2007). This can be 

attributed to the observed increases in amylolytic bacteria populations, especially the acid-

tolerant and lactate-producing Streptococcus bovis (Russell, 2002, Wang et al., 2015). 

Lactate is a stronger acid than VFA, thus lactate accumulation is associated rapid pH 

declines in the reticulorumen (Dijkstra et al., 2012). Drastic drops in reticulorumen pH 

have been observed in calves fed diets with elevated proportions of non-fibrous 

carbohydrates. These decreases in calf reticulorumen pH happen especially during weaning 
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as calves transition from liquid to solid diets (Beharka et al., 1998, Suarez-Mena et al., 

2016, Gelsinger et al., 2020). 

Cows are fed mostly forage based diets during the dry period, (Kleen et al., 2003). 

Consequently, reticulorumen VFA concentration is lower during the dry period, which has 

a negative impact on reticulorumen papillae size (Dieho et al., 2017). After parturition, the 

exposure to elevated VFA concentrations promotes reticulorumen papillae development 

(Steele et al., 2015, Dieho et al., 2017). However, authors reported that papillae growth 

during the postpartum period is not immediately apparent, which might affect VFA 

absorption and culminate in excessive accumulation, and, consequently, reticulorumen pH 

drops (Kleen et al., 2003, Dieho et al., 2017). Greater papillae dimensions have been 

associated with greater VFA absorption and possible reductions in SARA. Furthermore, 

Nishihara et al. (2023) reported a positive association between reticulorumen papillae 

dimensions and genes associated with VFA absorption and ketogenic activity. Thus, 

avoiding abrupt transitions to diets containing low fiber and non-fibrous carbohydrates is 

recommended (Humer et al., 2018). 

Subacute reticulorumen acidosis is caused by a combination of abrupt increases in 

dietary non-fibrous carbohydrates and lack of reticulorumen preparation, which is 

commonly observed in during the weaning and transition periods for calves and cows, 

respectively. Thus, in the next section we will explore the literature investigating the 

effects of SARA on reticulorumen microbiome, fermentation end products, and epithelial 

health in cows and calves. 



 

23 
 

1.3.3 Effects of SARA on reticulorumen microbiome, VFA production, and epithelial 
health 

Low reticulorumen pH for prolonged periods of time has been associated with 

changes in the reticulorumen microbiome and VFA concentrations. These drastic changes 

have been associated with poor feed digestion, damage to the reticulorumen epithelium, 

and overall poor performance. 

The research on the effects of SARA on the reticulorumen microbiome and 

fermentation end products in calves is still limited. However, the available research seems 

to indicate that the reticulorumen microbiome in calves responds to SARA in a similar way 

that adult cows. For example, Watanabe et al. (2019) reported that calves also displayed 

decreases in bacterial diversity, decreases in acetate, and increases in propionate 

concentration when SARA was induced. In addition, Gelsinger et al. (2020) reported that 

calves with calf starter induced SARA had greater concentrations of total VFA, as well as 

greater concentrations of propionate and isobutyrate compared to calves fed a control calf 

starter.  

Decreases in dairy cow reticulorumen microbial richness and diversity under low 

reticulorumen pH has been reported by several researchers (Khafipour et al., 2016, Plaizier 

et al., 2017b). Zhou et al. (2015) reported that cellulolytic bacteria are the most susceptible 

to SARA as their optimal pH range for growth is between 6 and 7. Decreases in cellulolytic 

bacteria abundance (e.g. Fibrobacter succinogenes and Ruminococcus albus) have also 

been reported in Holstein steers under a SARA inducing diet compared to control (Ogunade 

et al., 2019). Consequently, fiber digestion is impaired under low reticulorumen pH. In 

fact, Russell et al. (2009) reported that the passage of undigested cellulose from the 

reticulorumen to the other forestomachs increases as reticulorumen pH decreases. 
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Furthermore, an in-vitro study investigating the relationship between reticulorumen pH on 

bacteria attachment to substrate and fiber digestion, Sung et al. (2006) reported that the 

number of Fibrobacter succinogenes, Ruminococcus flavefaciens, and Ruminococcus 

albus attached to substrate at pH 5.7 were lower compared to pH 6.2 and 6.7. In addition, 

the authors reported that dry matter digestibility and total VFA production was lower at pH 

5.7 compared to pH 6.2 and 6.7 (Sung et al., 2006). Changes in VFA have also been 

observed in-vivo, Plaizier et al. (2017a) reported that cows under grain-induced SARA 

displayed reduced acetate to propionate ratio. These changes in acetate to propionate ratio 

might be explained by the increased Prevotella sp., Selenomonas. ruminantium, and 

Megasphaera elsdenii populations observed in dairy cows under experimentally-induced 

SARA (Plaizier et al., 2017b).  

Low pH for prolonged periods of time has been associated with damage to the 

reticulorumen epithelium in calves and cows. Studies have reported increased 

reticulorumen LPS concentrations in calves induced SARA (Gozho et al., 2007, Watanabe 

et al., 2019). Furthermore,  Li et al. (2019) reported that calf starter induced SARA affected 

biological pathways associated with cell division, possibly affecting reticulorumen 

epithelial health and anatomical development in calves. In addition, calves fed a SARA-

inducing calf starter [Calf Starter Information: Pelleted, 42.7% starch, 15.1% neutral 

detergent fiber, 57.8% non-fibrous carbohydrates] tended to have a lesser reticulorumen 

weight and displayed greater reticulorumen lesion scores compared with calves fed a calf 

starter designed to blunt SARA [Calf Starter Information: texturized, 35.3% starch, 25.3% 

neutral detergent fiber, 48.1% non-fibrous carbohydrates]; Gelsinger et al., 2020). Lastly, 

Meissner et al. (2017) reported that short exposure to reticulorumen pH and VFA 
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concentrations similar to the ones observed in calves were sufficient to damage tight 

junction proteins and disturb epithelial barrier function in sheep. 

Increased reticulorumen LPS concentrations have also been observed in cows under 

induced SARA (Gozho et al., 2007). Furthermore, elevated concentrations of 

reticulorumen LPS in cows experiencing SARA have been associated with local (Zhao et 

al., 2018) and systemic (Gozho et al., 2007) inflammation responses. Furthermore, in 

mature cows under induced SARA, Steele et al. (2011) reported reductions in the depth of 

the stratum basale, spinosum, and granulosum layers of the reticulorumen epithelium.  

Damages to the reticulorumen epithelium have been associated with the incidence of 

liver abscesses, as they might allow microorganisms to enter the bloodstream (Nagaraja 

and Titgemeyer, 2007a, Elmhadi et al., 2022). Lastly, long exposure to SARA can lead to 

metabolic acidosis, which has been associated with lameness in adult cows and death in 

calves (Gentile et al., 2004, Passos et al., 2023).  These negative effects of SARA on 

reticulorumen environment and health might affect animal performance and behavior. 

Thus, in the next section of this review, we will explore the literature investigating the 

effects of SARA on the performance and behavior of calves and cows. 

 

1.3.4 Effects of SARA on animal performance and behavior 

Subacute reticulorumen acidosis can affect the reticulorumen microbiome and 

fermentation dynamics, which might affect animal performance and behavior. Gelsinger et 

al. (2020) reported that calves with induced SARA had decreased solid feed dry matter 

intake (DMI) and body weights compared to control. Likewise, Li et al. (2019) reported a 
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significant impact of induced SARA on solid feed DMI and body weight in calves starting 

at four and five weeks of age, respectively. 

Luan et al. (2016) reported that lactating cows under induced SARA displayed 

reduced feed intake, reduced milk yield, and tended to display reduced milk fat yield. More 

recently, in a survey of 261 cows from 32 farms across 3 regions (Australia, California, 

and Canada), Golder et al. (2023) utilized a combination of reticulorumen fluid pH, 

ammonia, lactate, and VFA concentrations to perform a cluster analysis and classify cows 

as being under high or low SARA risk, reporting no differences in milk yield between 

SARA risk groups. However, the authors reported that cows under high SARA risk 

displayed lower milk fat percentage (Golder et al., 2023).  It is believed that the low 

reticulorumen pH observed might affect the biohydrogenation of unsaturated fats in the 

reticulorumen, increasing the concentration of trans-10 cis-12 conjugated linoleic acid, 

which can inhibit milk fat synthesis in the mammary gland (Plaizier et al., 2018). 

It is believed that the reduced dry matter intake displayed by cows and calves under 

SARA is associated with one or a combination of factors: i) reticulorumen distention and 

gut fill caused by reduced fiber digestibility; ii) stimulation of reticulorumen epithelial 

receptors by the increased VFA concentration; iii) increased flow of propionate to the liver 

(Allen, 2000, Allen et al., 2009). 

Subacute reticulorumen acidosis has also been associated with changes in behavior 

in dairy cows. For example, DeVries et al. (2008) reported that early lactation cows fed a 

45% forage diet were under high SARA risk and sorted in favor of long particles and 

against short particles in the diet (DeVries et al., 2008). Similarly, in a study evaluating 

sorting in early lactation cows, Coon et al. (2019) reported that cows under high SARA 
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risk displayed feed sorting behaviors for long particles. To our knowledge, there were no 

studies evaluating the effects of SARA on the feeding behavior of calves. However, in a 

study with Angus heifers under induced SARA, DeVries et al. (2014) reported that heifers 

sorted for long particles and against fine particles in the diet. Furthermore, the authors 

reported a positive association between time under reticulorumen pH 5.5 and greater 

sorting for long particles in the diet (DeVries et al., 2014). Nutritional disorders such as 

SARA have been associated with the display of non-nutritive oral behaviors in ungulates 

(Bergeron et al., 2006). Non-nutritive behaviors such as tongue rolling, excessive licking, 

and oral manipulation are normally displayed by calves (Horvath and Miller-Cushon, 

2017). Still, the excessive display of these non-nutritive oral behaviors has been associated 

with poor animal welfare (Mason and Latham, 2004). 

Subacute reticulorumen acidosis can affect the reticulorumen environment of calves 

and cows. In addition, both cows and calves seem to have their performance and feed intake 

affected by SARA. Subacute reticulorumen acidosis might be difficult to detect using a 

single variable in the field, and the symptoms might be confounded with other disorders or 

vary in expression according to each animal. Consequently, most research work focuses on 

the prevention of the disorder as treatment might be labor intensive and mostly 

recommended for severe acute reticulorumen acidosis cases (Snyder and Credille, 2017). 

Thus, in the next section of this review, we will explore the literature investigating the 

nutritional strategies that can be utilized to prevent SARA in calves and cows. 

1.3.5 Nutritional strategies to prevent SARA 

Subacute reticulorumen acidosis might be caused by one or a combination of two 

factors: i) replacement of fiber by non-fibrous carbohydrates to meet elevated energy 
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requirements; ii) lack of reticulorumen adaptation (Kleen et al., 2003, Plaizier et al., 2018, 

Plaizier et al., 2022). Thus, the most common SARA prevention strategies tend to target 

one of the main causes of SARA. Hence the following section will focus on common 

nutritional strategies that can be adopted to prevent SARA. 

1.3.5.1 Preventing SARA with forage 

One of the most common strategies is to adjust the forage content of the diet. In 

fact, forage NDF (fNDF) has greater positive effect on reticulorumen pH than total dietary 

NDF (Allen, 1997). The NASEM (2021) recommends that, for optimum reticulorumen 

pH, dietary fNDF should be between 17 and 27% of diet DM. In addition, Yoder et al. 

(2013) reported that feeding diets ranging from 21.5 to 28% fNDF was associated with 

increases in odd and branched-chain VFA that are synthetized mainly by cellulolytic 

bacteria (e.g. iso-C14:0, iso-C15:0, and iso-C16:0). Another fiber management strategy 

utilized for SARA prevention is the management of the percentage of physically effective 

NDF (peNDF) in the diet. The concept of peNDF integrates feed particle size (between 

1.88 and 8 mm) and NDF to estimate the time animals spend chewing feed and ruminating 

(Mertens, 1997, Zebeli et al., 2012). Indeed, a recent meta-analysis Souza et al. (2022) 

reported a positive linear relationship between rumination time per day and reticulorumen 

pH. Furthermore, the positive association between peNDF inclusion and reticulorumen pH 

in lactating dairy cows has been highlighted in a meta-analysis evaluating 33 studies and 

135 diets (Khorrami et al., 2021). The meta-analysis authors suggest that diets should 

contain between 15 and 18% peNDF (> 8.0 mm) to prevent SARA in cows fed diets 

containing between 35 and 40 % non-fibrous carbohydrates (Khorrami et al., 2021). In 

calves, a trial mixing straw with calf starter pellets to increase particle size in the diet, 



 

29 
 

reported that calves fed calf starter and straw chopped at 7.10 mm had greater 

reticulorumen pH and similar performance and reticulorumen development compared to 

calves fed calf starter and straw chopped at 3.04 mm (Suarez-Mena et al., 2016).  

Cows under SARA risk tends to perform sorting behaviors towards long feed 

particles (DeVries et al., 2014). Therefore, a valid strategy to prevent SARA occurrence 

in cows and calves is to provide a free-choice forage source. Keunen et al. (2003) reported 

that cows offered free choice hay during induced SARA showed an increase in free-choice 

hay intake. Furthermore, the authors reported that cows undergoing induced  SARA with 

free access to hay had similar milk yield and similar time under reticulorumen pH 5.6 

compared to control (Keunen et al., 2003). Similarly, Monjezi et al. (2022) reported that 

lambs offered free access to wheat straw did not display decreases in dry matter intake or 

average daily gain, despite being fed diets with different starch levels.  

Nutritional strategies based on dietary fiber management rely on promoting 

rumination to regulate pH via saliva buffers (Plaizier et al., 2018). Another SARA 

prevention strategy consists in supplementing diets with feed additives such as exogenous 

buffers and antimicrobials. Thus, the section below will explore the effects of dietary 

inclusion of exogenous buffers and antimicrobials on SARA. 

1.3.5.2 Preventing SARA with feed additives 

Buffers such as sodium bicarbonate or alkalinizing agents such as magnesium oxide 

are commonly added to diets with the objective of stabilizing reticulorumen pH (Plaizier 

et al., 2018). In a study investigating the efficacy of sodium bicarbonate (0.8 % inclusion 

rate) and a magnesium oxide mix (0.4 % inclusion rate) in dairy cows under induced 

SARA, Bach et al. (2018) reported that both exogenous buffers were able to prevent drops 
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in reticulorumen pH and milk yield. Recently, Guo et al. (2023) mixed a liquid alkaline 

mineral buffer complex to transition cow diets and observed increased reticulorumen 

microbiota richness, increased reticulorumen pH, and increased milk yields in 

supplemented cows compared to control. On the other hand, Lobo et al. (2023) reported 

that dietary buffer inclusion improved overall total tract dry matter and NDF digestibility 

but did not affect reticulorumen pH or fermentation metabolites in lactating cows. 

Providing animals with free-choice buffers might also be a valid strategy to prevent 

SARA. However, palatability of free-choice buffers might be an issue as Keunen et al. 

(2003) reported elevated individual variation regarding buffer intake and no effects of 

providing cows with a free-choice buffer on reticulorumen pH or SARA length. On the 

other hand, cows under induced SARA with free access to a molasses and sodium 

bicarbonate block showed a lesser reticulorumen pH decrease and lesser SARA length and 

intensity compared control. Lastly, Paton et al. (2006) reported that cows with free access 

to sodium bicarbonate had similar reticulorumen pH, SARA length and intensity to cows 

supplemented (0.7 % inclusion) with sodium in the diet. However, the authors reported 

that mixing sodium bicarbonate in the diet reduced the number of SARA bouts compared 

to offering free-choice access to the buffer (Paton et al., 2006). 

Another possible SARA prevention strategy consists in the addition of 

antimicrobials such as virginiamycin and monensin focuses on managing the 

reticulorumen microbiome mostly by selecting against pathogenic or lactate producing 

bacteria (Plaizier et al., 2018). For example, Coe et al. (1999) reported that Holstein steers 

displayed lower reticulorumen counts of Streptococcus bovis, Lactobacillus, and 

Fusobacterium necrophorum when supplemented with virginiamycin (175 or 250 
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mg/steer/day) compared to control. Furthermore, steers supplemented with virginiamycin 

showed increased reticulorumen pH and decreased reticulorumen lactate after induced 

SARA (Coe et al., 1999).  

Dietary supplementation with ionophores, especially monensin, has been 

associated with inhibition of reticulorumen gram-positive bacteria, especially lactate 

producers, without affecting lactate-utilizing bacteria (Weimer et al., 2008). Mutsvangwa 

et al. (2002) reported that dietary supplementation with monensin (22 mg/kg) was 

associated with increases in dry matter intake and milk yield in dairy cows under induced 

SARA. However, the authors did not observe any effects of monensin inclusion on 

reticulorumen pH or VFA concentration (Mutsvangwa et al., 2002). On the other hand, 

Pacheco et al. (2023) did not report effects of monensin supplementation (3g/cow/day) on 

dry matter intake or milk yield but reported increases in reticulorumen pH and propionate 

concentration compared to control. In dairy calves, antimicrobial supplements have been 

mostly associated with promoting lower gut health and as a prevention for diarrhea. In 

dairy calves, Salazar et al. (2019) reported that supplementation with monensin (30 mg/g 

of calf starter) was not associated with increases in intake, weight gain, or feed efficiency. 

However, calves supplemented with monensin had lower fecal Escherichia coli counts and 

greater fecal consistency when compared to control (Salazar et al., 2019). 

Although dietary supplementation with antimicrobials seems to be effective, there 

are plenty of efforts to reduce antimicrobial usage in food animal production, especially in 

Europe (More, 2020). With the prohibition of monensin as a feed additive for cattle in 

Europe (EuropeanCommision, 2007), researchers started investigating natural alternatives 

such as probiotics to improve animal health and performance (Cangiano et al., 2020, 
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Barreto et al., 2021). Hence, in the next section of this review we will first define what 

probiotics are and explore the literature regarding the use of probiotics in cows and calves 

under SARA risk.  

1.4 Probiotics and SARA 

Probiotics provide a natural alternative to the use of dietary antimicrobials for 

SARA prevention. Probiotics are defined as live strains of select microorganisms which 

might grant a health benefit to the host (Markowiak and Śliżewska, 2017). When 

developing a probiotic it is essential that the strains chosen are safe for human and animals, 

specific for a target disorder, and that they can survive in the gastrointestinal tract (Anadón 

et al., 2006). The use of probiotics as a SARA prevention tool is based mainly on their 

potential to modulate reticulorumen fermentation and microbiome either by stimulating 

lactate-utilizing bacteria growth (Callaway and Martin, 1997), increasing lactate 

utilization (Henning et al., 2010b), oxygen consumption (Marden et al., 2008), competitive 

exclusion for substrates (Counotte et al., 1981b, Callaway et al., 2008), or production of 

bacteriocins (Hegarty et al., 2016). For example, (Yoon and Stern, 1996) supplemented 

lactating dairy cows with either a live fungal (Aspergillus oryzae, 3 g/d) or yeast 

(Saccharomyces cerevisiae, 57 g/d) cultures and reported that supplementing cows with 

the fungal culture was associated with increases in proteolytic and cellulolytic bacteria 

counts. In addition, the authors reported that feeding the live yeast culture promoted 

reticulorumen proteolytic bacteria growth (Yoon and Stern, 1996). In another study, 

Marden et al. (2008) fed a live yeast strain (Saccharomyces cerevisiae, 5g/d) to high-

yielding lactating cows fed diets containing high NFC and reported that cows fed the live 

yeast strain displayed less reticulorumen lactate and greater reticulorumen pH, NDF 
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digestibility, acetate , propionate, and total VFA concentration compared to control. Bach 

et al. (2007) reported similar effects of live yeast supplementation (Saccharomyces 

cerevisiae, 5g/d, 1010 CFU/d) on reticulorumen pH of cows fed in robotic milking systems. 

Furthermore, the authors also reported that cows supplemented with live yeast displayed 

increased meal frequency compared to control (Bach et al., 2007). Goto et al. (2016) fed a 

probiotic containing a blend of lactate producing (Lactiplantibacillus plantarum), lactate-

utilizing (Enterococcus faecium), and butyrate-producing (Clostridium butyricum) 

bacteria to dairy cows fed SARA inducing diets and reported decreases in reticulorumen 

lactate and increases in reticulorumen pH and dry matter intake associated with probiotic 

supplementation. 

In Holstein calves provided exclusively calf starter, Qadis et al. (2014) reported that 

supplementation of a bacteria-based probiotic (Lactiplantibacillus plantarum, 

Enterococcus faecium, and Clostridium butyricum, 1.5g or 3g/100kg of body weight/day) 

was associated with decreased reticulorumen lactate and increased reticulorumen pH. 

Furthermore, in a study supplementing a live yeast (Saccharomyces cerevisiae, 1.5 x 106 

CFU/g) to Holstein calves fed calf starter without access to forage, Terré et al. (2015) 

reported that calves receiving the yeast probiotic tended to display greater solid feed intake 

and greater average daily gain during the preweaning period. Furthermore the authors 

reported that calves supplemented with the yeast probiotic tended to display greater 

average daily gain and displayed increased solid feed intake, reticulorumen pH, and 

reticulorumen populations of Ruminococcus albus during the postweaning period 

compared to control (Terré et al., 2015). Lastly, in recent reviews Alawneh et al. (2020) 

and Cangiano et al. (2020) reported that a most studies evaluating the use of probiotics in 
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calves focuses mainly on lower gut health and diarrhea prevention and generally yield 

positive effects on calf health and performance, especially when animals are subject to 

stress.  

Overall, cows and calves seem to benefit from probiotic supplementation. 

However, choice of probiotic microorganism must be specific for the challenge you’re 

trying to alleviate. In the case of SARA, supplementing cows with lactate utilizing bacteria 

seems reasonable as they metabolize lactate into VFA with lesser acidifying potential. 

Megasphaera elsdenii is the main reticulorumen bacteria responsible for metabolizing 

lactate into VFA but its adoption as a probiotic still seems to be limited (Plaizier et al., 

2018). Thus, the next section of this literature review will further describe Megasphaera 

elsdenii importance of in reticulorumen pH regulation and its potential as a probiotic to 

prevent SARA. Lastly, we will describe the current literature regarding the utilization of 

probiotics co Megasphaera elsdenii in calves and cows under SARA risk. 

 

1.4.1 Megasphaera elsdenii  

Megasphaera elsdenii is a gram-negative, lactate-utilizing, and naturally occurring 

reticulorumen bacteria. In fact, its presence has been detected in the reticulorumen of 

calves in the first day of life (Jami et al., 2013). In adult cattle, fed forage based diets, 

Klieve et al. (2003) reported Megasphaera elsdenii be 104 CE/ml. The same authors 

reported that Megasphaera elsdenii populations displayed drastic increases 24h upon 

increasing the non-fibrous carbohydrate inclusion to the diets, also displaying greater 

population increase than the lactate-producer Streptococcus bovis (Klieve et al., 2003). 

Megasphaera elsdenii preferred substrates are lactate, maltodextrins, and amino acids and 
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its products are propionate, acetate, butyrate, and branched chain VFA (Russell, 2002). 

Lactate is a stronger acidifying agent compared to all VFA, thus its accumulation is 

associated with rapid pH declines in the reticulorumen (Dijkstra et al., 2012). However, 

Megasphaera elsdenii is able to prevent lactate accumulation by metabolizing it to less 

acidifying VFA. Furthermore, Nishihara et al. (2023) reported that increased VFA 

concentrations were associated with increased expression in genes associated with VFA 

absorption and ketogenic activity in the reticulorumen epithelium. Therefore by 

metabolizing lactate and preventing its accumulation, Megasphaera elsdenii plays a major 

role in reticulorumen pH stabilization (Dijkstra et al., 2012, Wang et al., 2015). In fact, 

Counotte et al. (1981a) reported that Megasphaera elsdenii can successfully compete for 

substrate against other lactate utilizing bacteria, making it responsible for 60 to 80% of the 

lactate utilization under normal reticulorumen conditions. However, Megasphaera 

elsdenii seems to also be extremely important for reticulorumen pH stabilization under 

SARA conditions. Chen et al. (2019) reported that Megasphaera elsdenii was able to 

demonstrate populational growth and utilized lactate at a faster rate than it was being 

produced in an in vitro study mimicking prolonged SARA conditions. In another in vitro 

study, Meissner et al. (2014) reported that Megasphaera elsdenii did not have its 

reticulorumen activity impacted by the presence by antimicrobials commonly utilized in 

dairy cattle production. In fact, the authors reported that the interaction between 

Megasphaera elsdenii and the antimicrobials was additive.  

Megasphaera elsdenii has the potential to be used as tool to prevent SARA in cattle 

as it is naturally occurring, able to persist and function under low pH, and does not seem 

to be affected by some common antimicrobials. Consequently, Megasphaera elsdenii 
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strains have been patented and are now used as SARA control tools (Leedle et al., 1990; 

Horn et al., 2009). The rationale behind utilizing Megasphaera elsdenii as a SARA 

prevention tool consists of introducing lactate-utilizing bacteria into the rumen to increase 

existing populations of the bacteria until they can proliferate on their own. In fact, Klieve 

et al. (2003) demonstrated that Megasphaera elsdenii populations were able to persist and 

increase in size after being inoculated in the reticulorumen of beef steers. However 

Megasphaera elsdenii adoption as SARA prevention tool in the field still seems to be 

limited (Plaizier et al., 2018). In a recent meta-analysis, Susanto et al. (2023) showed that 

the majority of the current literature on the use of Megasphaera elsdenii as a SARA 

prevention tool were conducted in beef cattle or sheep. Briefly, the authors reported that 

Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation in beef and sheep were associated with increased 

average daily gain, hot carcass weights, and decreases in liver abscess occurrence (Susanto 

et al., 2023). Researchers have investigated the effects of Megasphaera elsdenii 

supplementation as a SARA prevention tool in calves and cows, but the literature is still 

limited. The next section will describe the current literature regarding the use of 

Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic supplementation as a SARA prevention tool in calves and 

cows. 

1.4.1.1 Megasphaera elsdenii as a SARA prevention tool in cows and calves 

The current literature on Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation in calves is still 

limited and has yielded conflicting results. In a study supplementing calves with an oral 

dose of Megasphaera elsdenii at 14 days of age, Muya et al. (2015) reported that calves 

receiving an oral dose of Megasphaera elsdenii at 14 days of age displayed greater dry 

matter intake, greater weaning weight, and tended to have greater average daily gain 
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compared to control calves. In addition, the authors reported that calves receiving an oral 

dose of Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic at 14 days of age had wider reticulorumen papillae 

than control calves (Muya et al., 2015). In a study investigating the effects of a single 

Megasphaera elsdenii dose in calves at 14 days of age fed ad-libitum milk, Muya et al. 

(2017) reported that calves receiving the Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation were 

heavier at weaning and showed greater solid feed dry matter during the preweaning and 

postweaning periods compared to control. Lastly, Yohe et al. (2018) reported that 

providing calves with Megasphaera elsdenii oral supplementation at 14 days of age did 

not seem to affect body weight or average daily gain. 

Research utilizing Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation as a SARA prevention 

tool is still limited and sometimes yields conflicting results. For example, Aikman et al. 

(2011) reported that cows receiving Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation via drench 

immediately after calving spent less time with a reticulorumen pH < 5.6 and had similar 

yields to cows drenched with a placebo. In a study evaluating the effects of Megasphaera 

elsdenii supplementation via oral drench in periparturient cows, Stevens et al. (2017) 

administered a drench containing with the probiotic two weeks before the expected calving 

date, within 3 days post calving, or both pre and post calving. The authors reported that 

cows with 3 or more lactations dosed with the probiotic prepartum displayed greater milk 

yield compared to control and the other probiotic treatments. In addition, the authors 

reported a numerical decrease in subclinical ketosis in cows that received Megasphaera 

elsdenii supplementation via oral drench pre- and post-partum (Stevens et al., 2017)  

The current literature on Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation to calves and cows 

under SARA risk is still limited and shows either positive or inconclusive results. Thus, 
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there is an opportunity to further investigate the applicability of Megasphaera elsdenii 

supplementation as a SARA prevention tool and its effects on the production, behavior, 

and reticulorumen environment of dairy calves and cows. 

1.5 CONCLUSION  

Diets rich in non-fibrous carbohydrates favor the production of VFA in the 

reticulorumen that is used by cows as an energy source. However, these diets also favor 

the production of lactate in the reticulorumen. The accumulation of lactate and VFA in the 

reticulorumen causes reticulorumen pH to decrease and increases the risks of the animal 

experiencing SARA. The effects of SARA on dairy cows have been deeply studied. In 

fact, studies have reported that SARA can damage the reticulorumen epithelium, affect 

feeding behavior, and cause poor performance in cows. Recently, researchers have 

proposed that calves might also experience SARA. In fact, studies have shown that calves 

also experience decreases in reticulorumen pH. These reductions in reticulorumen pH are 

mostly observed around weaning as calves are transitioning from liquid to solid diets. 

There is limited research on the effects of SARA in calves, studies have reported that it 

might be associated with poor performance and reticulorumen development. Therefore, 

there is an opportunity to further investigate how SARA affects the reticulorumen 

environment, performance, behavior, and health of calves. 

Animals experiencing SARA are mostly asymptomatic, which makes it difficult to 

be diagnosed in the field without a multifactorial approach. Hence, most effort is put 

towards its prevention instead of treatment. There are many SARA prevention strategies 

that can be adopted on-farm ranging from dietary adjustments to the use of antimicrobials. 

One of the many effective SARA prevention strategies consists in supplementing animals 
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with probiotics containing lactate-utilizing bacteria such as Megasphaera elsdenii. In fact, 

Megasphaera elsdenii plays a key role in reticulorumen pH regulation as it is responsible 

for fermenting most of the reticulorumen lactate. Furthermore, Megasphaera elsdenii can 

persist and function under low pH and does not seem to be inhibited by common 

antimicrobials utilized in dairy cattle production. Hence, Megasphaera elsdenii has the 

potential to be used as tool to prevent SARA in cows and calves. The limited research 

available on the use of Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation as a SARA prevention 

strategy in cows and calves has yielded positive results. However, adoption of 

Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation as SARA prevention tool in the field is still 

limited. Therefore, there is an is an opportunity to develop applicable and effective SARA 

prevention strategies utilizing probiotics containing Megasphaera elsdenii.   

1.6 DISSERTATION OBJECTIVES 

The overall objective of this dissertation is to develop practical Megasphaera 

elsdenii supplementation strategies to prevent SARA therefore improving welfare and 

performance in cows and calves. The objective of Chapter 2 of this dissertation is to 

investigate the effects of two different Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation strategies 

on reticulorumen pH, milk yield, feed intake, and feeding behavior of lactating cows 

undergoing a grain-induced SARA challenge. As the current literature investigating the 

effects and prevention strategies of SARA in calves is extremely limited, Chapters 3 and 

4 will focus on investigating the effects of strategic Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation 

in calves. More specifically, Chapter 3 of this dissertation aims to evaluate the effects of 

two different strategic interventions Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation via oral 

capsule on feed intake, performance, and feeding behavior patterns of dairy-beef crossbred 
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calves. To further consider the effects of strategic probiotic interventions proposed in 

Chapter 3, Chapter 4 of this dissertation aims to evaluate the effects of two different 

strategic interventions with Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation via oral capsule on 

reticulorumen pH, VFA, and anatomical development of dairy beef-crossbred calves. 

Lastly, Chapter 5 of this dissertation will present a summary of the main findings from 

Chapters 2 through 4 and discuss the implications of these results.  
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CHAPTER 2.  EFFECTS OF A MEGASPHAERA ELSDENII ORAL DRENCH ON 
RETICULORUMEN PH DYNAMICS IN LACTATING COWS UNDER 
SUBACUTE RUMINAL ACIDOSIS CHALLENGE 

2.1 INTRODUCTION 

Subacute ruminal acidosis (SARA) is a disorder characterized by extended periods 

of ruminal pH below 5.6 (Garrett et al., 1999b, Gozho et al., 2005, Plaizier et al., 2008). In 

grain-adapted cattle, normal rumen pH ranges from 5.5 to 6.5 (Nagaraja and Titgemeyer, 

2007b). However, cows fed diets rich in grains and non-fibrous carbohydrates have an 

increased risk of experiencing SARA (Krause and Oetzel, 2006b). Around 19 % of early 

lactation and 26 % of mid-lactation dairy cows experience SARA (Garrett et al., 1997). 

The systemic impact of acidosis can have severe implications such as laminitis, which is 

highly associated with lameness (Nocek, 1997). Lameness is one of the most important 

causes of premature involuntary culling (Krause and Oetzel, 2006b).  

Megasphaera elsdenii is a gram-negative rumen microorganism known for 

metabolizing lactic acid and helping to stabilize ruminal pH (Counotte et al., 1981a, Nocek, 

1997, Nagaraja and Titgemeyer, 2007b). It can ferment lactic acid to acetic and propionic 

acids (Hino et al., 1994). Some strains of Megasphaera elsdenii have been patented and 

are now used as acidosis control tools (Leedle et al., 1990, Horn et al., Inventors. 2009). 

The prevention strategy consists of introducing lactate-utilizing bacteria into the rumen to 

increase existing populations of the bacteria until they are able to proliferate on their own. 

Klieve et al. (2003) demonstrated that the use of Megasphaera elsdenii allowed bacterial 

populations to establish 5 to 7 d earlier in inoculated animals when compared to non-

inoculated animals. One study found that high yielding (> 10,000 kg milk/lactation) 
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lactating dairy cows fed a high-starch diet and drenched with Megasphaera elsdenii had 

increased milk yield compared to non-drenched cows (Aikman et al., 2009), but this was 

not supported in a later study by Aikman et al. (2011), where early lactation cows drenched 

with Megasphaera elsdenii had similar yields to cows drenched with a placebo. However, 

in the study by Aikman et al. (2011), cows drenched with Megasphaera elsdenii spent less 

time with a rumen pH < 5.6 compared to cows drenched with a placebo.  

Drenching cows with Megasphaera elsdenii may offer benefits to rumen health and 

production. However, there is a lack of evidence on how this tool improves rumen pH, and 

its effect on feeding behavior and milk production in cows under increased risk of SARA. 

The objective of this study was to evaluate the effects of a Megasphaera elsdenii oral 

drench on reticulorumen pH, milk yield, and milk components (fat and protein), as well as 

feed intake, feeding time and the number of feeder visits of lactating cows undergoing a 

ruminal acidosis challenge. We hypothesized that cows drenched with Megasphaera 

elsdenii would have a better ruminal environment, which could possibly increase the 

number of feeder visits and feeding time, consequently increasing DMI and performance.  

2.2 MATERIALS AND METHODS  

2.2.1 Animal Housing and Diet 

The experiment was conducted at the University of Kentucky Coldstream Dairy 

Research Farm in Lexington, KY, between March and August 2017, under Institutional 

Animal Care and Use Committee protocol number 2017-2585. A total of 16 mid-lactation 

Holstein dairy cows (1.4 ± 0.9 lactations) averaging 670.0 ± 87.0 kg body weight and 

producing 42.1 ± 10.3 kg/d of milk were enrolled in this study.  
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The experimental pen comprised a compost bedded pack equipped with 8 automatic 

intake recording feeders (Insentec, Hokofarm Group, Marknesse, the Netherlands). These 

feeders precisely measure feed intake and behaviors such as number of visits to the feeder 

and time spent feeding as validated by Chapinal et al. (2007). We performed two cross-

over trials with 8 cows each. Each cow had a reticulorumen bolus that recorded 

reticulorumen pH in 10-min intervals (iNVOTEC Animal Care, smaXtec Animal Care, 

Graz, Austria). The bolus measures 132 x 35 mm and has previously been validated in 

rumen-cannulated dairy cows  (Klevenhusen et al., 2014). One week prior to the start of 

the experimental period, boluses were individually calibrated utilizing a pH 7.0 buffer 

solution and orally administered to the cows utilizing a bolus gun. 

Cows were fed a TMR formulated following the National Research Council (NRC) 

guidelines (NRC, 2001) to meet or exceed the requirements of lactating dairy cows 

producing at least 39 kg of milk daily. Diet nutrient compositions for each trial are shown 

in Table 2.1. Cows were fed ad libitum twice per day at 0800 and 1430 h. Orts were 

removed once per day before the 1430 h feeding. Animals had ad libitum access to fresh 

water provided from a self-filling water trough located in the feeding alley. Milking 

occurred twice daily at 0700 and 1600 h. Daily milk yield was recorded using an automatic 

meter (AfiMilk, AfiMilk, Kibbutz Afikim, Israel). Milk fat and protein were measured 

twice daily using an in-line milk analyzer (AfiLab, AfiMilk, Kibbutz Afikim, Israel) 

validated by (Kaniyamattam and De Vries, 2014). 
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2.2.2 Experimental Design 

This study consisted of two crossover trials to determine the effectiveness of a drench 

containing a live culture of Megasphaera elsdenii NCIMB 41125 (Lactipro Advance®, 

MS Biotec, Wamego, KS). The two trials were identical except for the administration time 

of the live culture of Megasphaera elsdenii which occurred at day 4 and day 1 prior to the 

acidosis challenge for trial 1 and 2, respectively. Each crossover consisted of two eight-

day experimental periods separated by a 4 wk washout period. Each trial day was defined 

by the 24 h interval between the afternoon feedings. Therefore, study days started and 

ended at 1430 h. Cows were randomly assigned to one of two trial groups (Trial 1; n = 8; 

Trial 2; n = 8) and moved to the experimental pen 1 wk before the start of the study for 

habituation with the automatic feeders, pen mates, and the experimental pen. Each animal 

was assigned to one individual feeder using each cow’s radio frequency identification 

(RFID) tag to operate and record the feed intake. Each animal ate from their assigned bin 

until the end of the experimental period.   

 The first 3 d of each experimental period (d-4, d-3, d-2) were considered baseline 

days. On the fourth day of the experimental period (d-1) cows had their feed allowance 

reduced by 50%, based upon individual average dry matter intake during the baseline 

period. On the fifth day of the experimental period (d0), cows received a challenge mix 

with elevated proportions of non-fibrous carbohydrates to induce SARA. The challenge 

mix consisted of 2 kg of rolled barley, 2 kg of ground wheat and 0.9 kg of molasses that 

was combined with 4.3 kg of TMR and offered to the animals for 2 h (Table 2.1). Orts 

were weighed and subsequently replaced with TMR offered ad libitum. The last 3 d of 

each experimental period (d+1, d+2, d+3) were considered recovery days. Milk yield and 
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components, dry matter intake (DMI) and feeding behavior (time spent feeding and 

number of visits to the feeder), and reticulorumen pH were recorded continuously during 

the entire experimental period. Total mixed ration samples were collected during the 

baseline days and analyzed. Samples for nutrient and dry matter (DM) analysis were oven 

dried at 55°C for 48 h. Dried samples were ground to pass through a 1-mm screen and for 

analysis of acid detergent fiber (ADF) (AOAC International, 2000: method 973.18), 

neutral detergent fiber (NDF) with heat-stable α-amylase and sodium sulphite (Van Soest 

et al., 1991), and crude protein (CP) (N x 6.25; AOAC International 2000: method 990.03; 

Leco FP-528 Nitrogen Analyzer, Leco, St. Joseph, MI). Nutrient analyses of the offered 

feed are described in Table 2.1. 

 

2.2.2.1 Trial 1 

In Trial 1, six primiparous and two multiparous mid-lactation (238.5 ± 54.7 DIM; 

Mean ± SD) Holstein dairy cows producing 33.4 ± 3.4 kg of milk per day were used. Cows 

were randomly assigned to either a treatment (PRO-4) or control (CON-4) drench. At 1430 

h of d-4, PRO-4 cows received an oral 100 mL drench of Megasphaera elsdenii NCIMB 

41125 containing approximately 2 x 108 cfu/mL. At the same time, CON-4 cows were orally 

drenched with 100 mL of distilled water. At the end of the four-week washout period PRO-

4 and CON-4 groups were crossed over and the experimental period started again. Cows 

that received PRO-4 during the first period, received CON-4 during the second period and 

vice versa. During the second period PRO-4 and CON-4 administration remained on d-4. 
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2.2.2.2 Trial 2 

In Trial 2, six primiparous and two multiparous mid-lactation (178.6 ± 35.9 DIM; 

Mean ± SD) Holstein dairy cows producing 50.9 ± 6.1 kg of milk per day were used. Cows 

were randomly assigned to either a treatment (PRO-1) or control (CON-1) drench. At 1430 

h of d-1, cows in the PRO-1 group received 100 mL of an oral drench of Megasphaera 

elsdenii containing approximately 2 x 108 cfu/mL. At the same time, CON-1 cows were 

orally drenched with 100 mL of distilled water. At the end of the washout period PRO-1 

and CON-1 groups were crossed over and the experimental period started again. Cows that 

received PRO-1 during the first period, received CON-1 during the second period and vice 

versa. During the second period PRO-1 and CON-1 administration remained on d-1. 

2.2.3 Statistical analysis 

All statistical analyses were performed using SAS (version 9.4; SAS Institute Inc., 

Cary, NC). Before analysis, data were checked for normality using the UNIVARIATE 

procedure in SAS and probability distribution plots. No outliers were detected (data points 

that were beyond 3 standard deviations from the mean) and no transformations were 

deemed necessary. Reticulorumen pH, milk yield, milk fat and protein percentages, number 

of visits to the feeder, DMI, and time spent feeding were summarized by trial day using the 

MEANS procedure in SAS and expressed as daily means. Milk fat to protein ratio was 

obtained by dividing milk fat percentage by milk protein percentage and summarized by 

day. To measure SARA intensity, area under the curve (AUC) analyses were performed 

using two different reticulorumen pH thresholds, pH < 5.8 and pH < 5.6. Each observed 

pH value was subtracted from the thresholds and multiplied by the interval between pH 
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readings. Area under the curve results were then summarized using the MEANS procedure 

and expressed as mean area under the curve below reticulorumen pH < 5.8 and pH < 5.6. 

Similarly, time spent below reticulorumen pH 5.6 or 5.8 was summarized by day and 

expressed as mean time below reticulorumen pH 5.6 or 5.8. 

The effect of the Megasphaera elsdenii drench was determined by an analysis of 

variance (ANOVA) using mixed linear models (MIXED procedure) in SAS. The fixed 

effects in the model included treatment (PRO and CON), crossover sequence, challenge 

mix intake, milk yield and days in milk at experiment enrollment, lactation, and the 

interaction between treatment and study day (d-4 to d3). Study day was specified as a 

repeated measure and cow as subject, using a compound-symmetry structure. Effects with 

a p-value above 0.30 were removed from the model using a stepwise backward elimination 

process starting with the least contributing effect. The final model for Trial 1 included 

treatment, crossover sequence, challenge mix intake, milk yield at experiment enrollment, 

lactation, and the interaction between treatment and study day. The final model for Trial 2 

included treatment, challenge mix intake, milk yield at experiment enrollment, and the 

interaction between treatment and study day. Post-hoc comparison between treatments 

were carried out to determine differences between the treatments across experimental days 

utilizing the PDIFF option. P-values were adjusted using the Bonferroni correction. 

Significance was declared at P ≤ 0.05, and trends were defined as 0.05 < P ≤ 0.10. 



 

48 
 

2.3 RESULTS 

2.3.1 Reticulorumen pH 

In Trial 1, PRO-4 and CON-4 drenches were administered 4 d before the acidosis 

challenge. Mean reticulorumen pH, area, and length of time below pH 5.8 and pH 5.6 are 

reported in Table 2.2. Briefly, when looking at the effect of the Megasphaera elsdenii 

drench during the whole experimental period, we found that treatment increased 

reticulorumen pH (F1,7 = 28.47; P < 0.01; Table 2.2), and reduced AUC (F1,7 = 11.92; P = 

0.01; Table 2.2) and time below pH 5.8 (F1,7 = 19.50; P < 0.01; Table 2.2). Also, the 

treatment affected the AUC (F1,7 = 7.92; P = 0.03; Table 2.2) and time (F1,7 = 10.64; P = 

0.01; Table 2.2) below pH 5.6 in the reticulorumen. During Trial 1, Megasphaera elsdenii 

drench positively affected reticulorumen pH dynamics. Treatment cows had greater mean 

reticulorumen pH on d-3, d-1, d+1, and d+2 (t ≥ -2.10; P = 0.04; Figure 2.1 – a). When the pH 

threshold was set as 5.8, PRO-4 cows had lesser area under the curve when compared to 

control cows on d0 and d+1 (t ≥ 2.12; P ≤ 0.04; Figure 2.1 - b). As expected, CON-4 cows 

spent more time below the pH 5.8 threshold on d-4, d-3, d-1, and d+1 (t ≥ 2.01; P ≤ 0.05; 

Figure 2.1 - c). When the pH threshold was set as 5.6, CON-4 cows had increased AUC d0 

and d+1 (t ≥ 2.28; P ≤ 0.02; Figure 2.1 - d). In addition, CON-4 cows spent more time below 

the 5.6 pH threshold d+1 (t = 2.53; P = 0.01) and tended to spend more time under the 

threshold on d0 (t = 0.78; P = 0.09; Figure 2.1 - e). 

In Trial 2 PRO-1 and CON-1 drenches were administered on the fourth day of the trial 

period, the same day the animals had their feed allowance reduced by 50% and one day 
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before the acidosis challenge day. However, reticulorumen pH dynamics were not affected 

by treatment (F1,7 = 1.81; P ≥ 0.22; Table 2.2).  

When analyzing the effect of the treatment by experimental day, we found that PRO-

1 cows had lesser mean reticulorumen pH on d+1 (t = 2.59; P = 0.01; Figure 2.2 - a). When 

the pH threshold was set as 5.8, PRO-1 cows tended to have increased AUC on d+2, (t = 

1.83; P = 0.07; Figure 2.2 - b). No treatment by experimental day differences were found 

for time below the 5.8 threshold (t ≤ 1.36; P ≥ 0.18; Figure 2.2 - c). Likewise, no treatment 

by day differences in AUC below pH 5.6 (t ≤ 1.63; P ≥ 0.11; Figure 2.2 – d). However, 

PRO-1 cows tended to spend less time below pH 5.6 on d+1 (t = 1.80 P = 0.08; Figure 2.2 – 

e) when compared to control. 

2.3.2 DMI and feeding behavior 

In Trial 1, treatment affected DMI (F1,7 = 6.12; P = 0.04; Table 2.2), but not feeding 

behavior (F1,7 = 0.66; P = 0.44; Table 2.2) throughout the experimental period. When 

analyzing the effect of the treatment by experimental day, there were no significant 

differences in the number of visits to the feeder (t ≤ 1.26; P ≥ 0.21; Figure 2.3 – a) or time 

spent feeding (t ≤ 0.79; P ≥ 0.43; Figure 2.3 – b) between PRO-4 and CON-4. However, 

PRO-4 cows had significantly greater DMI on d+1 (t = 2.61; P = 0.01; Figure 2.4). 

In Trial 2, DMI and number of visits to the feeder were not affected by treatment 

(F1,7 ≤ 0.19; P ≥ 0.67; Table 2.2). However, PRO-1 cows spent more minutes per day 

feeding compared to control cows (F1,7 = 13.25; P < 0.01; Table 2.2). When looking at the 

effects of treatment by experimental day, PRO-1 cows tended to visit the feeder less often 

on d-3, and more often on d0 (t ≥ 1.69; P ≤ 0.09; Figure 2.5 – a). Also, CON-1 cows spent 
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less time feeding on d-4 and d-3 (t ≥ 2.51; P ≤ 0.01; Figure 2.5 – b), and tended to spend less 

time feeding on d-2 (t = 1.91; P = 0.06; Figure 2.5 – b). Additionally, PRO-1 cows had 

greater DMI d0 (t = 2.86; P < 0.01; Figure 2.6) and tended to have decreased intake on d+3 

(t = 1.89; P = 0.06; Figure 2.6) 

2.3.3 Milk yield and components 

In Trial 1, during the whole experimental period milk production was affected by 

treatment with PRO-4 cows having greater daily milk yield compared to CON-4 cows (F1,7 

= 10.80; P = 0.01; Table 2.2). The differences in reticulorumen pH dynamics and feed 

intake might have also influenced the milk components, where milk protein percentage was 

greater for PRO-4 cows (F1,7 = 8.08; P = 0.03; Table 2.2) and PRO-4 cows tended to have 

lesser milk fat percentage in comparison with CON-4 cows (F1,7 = 4.86; P = 0.06; Table 

2.2). Additionally, treatment influenced milk fat to protein ratio with PRO-4 cows having a 

lesser milk fat to protein ratio compared to CON-4 (F1,7 = 11.37; P = 0.01; Table 2.2).  

When looking at the effects of treatment by experimental day, PRO-4 cows tended to 

produce more milk on d-3 and d+2 (t ≤ 1.88; P = 0.06; Figure 2.7 – a). Additionally, CON-4 

tended to have greater milk fat percentage compared to PRO-4 cows on d-4 (t = 1.76; P = 

0.08; Figure 2.7 – b), and had greater milk fat on d-1, (t = 1.95; P = 0.05; Figure 2.7 – b). 

Milk protein percentage tended to be greater for PRO-4 cows on d-3, d-1, and d+2 (t ≤ 1.72; 

P ≤ 0.09; Figure 2.7 – c). Consequently, CON-4 cows had greater fat to protein ratio on d-1 

(t = 2.40; P = 0.02; Figure 2.7 – d) and tended to have greater ratio on d+2 (t = 1.85; P = 

0.07; Figure 2.7 – d). 
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In Trial 2, when looking at the whole experimental period, milk production and 

components were not affected by treatment (F1,7 ≤ 2.02; P ≥ 0.20; Table 2.2). When looking 

at the effect of the treatment by experimental day, PRO-1 cows produced more milk on d0 

(t = 2.31; P = 0.02; Figure 2.8 – a) and tended to produce more milk on d-3, (t = 1.66; P = 

0.10 Figure 2.8 – a). Milk fat percentage was greater in CON-1 cows on d0 (t = 2.01; P = 

0.05; Figure 2.8 – b). On the other hand, PRO-1 cows had greater milk protein percentage 

on d0 (t = 2.54; P = 0.01; Figure 2.8 – c). Consequently, CON-1 cows had greater fat to 

protein ratio on d0 (t = 3.05; P < 0.01; Figure 2.8 – d). 

2.4 DISCUSSION 

In this study, we tested the efficacy of an oral drench containing Megasphaera 

elsdenii in lactating cows under SARA risk. This study builds upon previous works 

showing benefits of utilizing a Megasphaera elsdenii oral drench on ruminal environment 

(Aikman et al., 2011),  feed intake (Drouillard, 2004), and milk production (Aikman et al., 

2011). However, the effects of drenching cows with Megasphaera elsdenii on feeding 

behavior of lactating dairy cows have not been previously investigated.  

We found that drenching cows with Megasphaera elsdenii 4 d before an acidosis 

challenge improved reticulorumen pH throughout the experimental period. However, no 

improvement was seen when cows were drenched 1 d before an acidosis challenge. In Trial 

1, cows that were drenched with Megasphaera elsdenii had greater mean daily 

reticulorumen pH following the acidosis challenge. In addition, CON-4 cows spent almost 

3 h/d with reticulorumen pH below 5.6 while PRO-4 cows spent close to 1 h below the same 

threshold. These results indicate that CON-4 cows were close to having SARA throughout 
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the study period, given that Plaizier et al. (2008) defined SARA as when rumen pH stays 

below 5.6 for more than 3 h/d. A reduced AUC means that the pH drop experienced by 

treatment cows were less severe compared to control cows. Similarly, Henning et al. 

(2010b) found that lambs drenched with Megasphaera elsdenii suffered fewer pH drops 

compared to control lambs. Aikman et al. (2011) reported that AUC for pH 5.6 or 6.0 was 

lesser in cows drenched with Megasphaera elsdenii, although treatment was not found to 

be statistically significant. 

The lack of long-lasting effects of Megasphaera elsdenii drenching in PRO-1 cows 

may be due to the short time period between drenching and the acidosis challenge. Because 

the drench was administered one day before the acidosis challenge and the same day that 

cows had their feed allowance reduced in half, we hypothesize that there was not enough 

time and substrate to allow the introduced Megasphaera elsdenii to become established in 

the rumen. In one of the experiments reported by Weimer et al. (2015), the author 

hypothesizes that ruminal conditions might be suboptimal for development of the bacteria 

when dosing cows before feeding. In that same study, Megasphaera elsdenii populations 

returned to very low baseline levels within 24 h of dosing when the drench was 

administered before feeding. Henning et al. (2010b) reported that viable Megasphaera 

elsdenii populations can be established in 4 to 5 d, and that drenched cows tended to have 

greater Megasphaera elsdenii populations on the first 2 d after dosing. However, it appears 

that the time of drench administration might influence Megasphaera elsdenii establishment 

and drench efficacy, which was not tested in this study and should be further investigated. 

As rumen pH increased, treatment influenced feed intake as PRO-1 cows had a higher 

DMI over the experimental period. To our knowledge, the present study is the first to look 
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at feeding behavior in lactating cows drenched with Megasphaera elsdenii. Our results 

agree with previous studies in lambs and beef cattle; for example Henning et al. (2010b) 

reported that lambs and steers drenched with Megasphaera elsdenii showed increased feed 

intake compared to non-drenched individuals. Also, Drouillard (2004) reported that feedlot 

cattle tended to maintain greater and more consistent feed intake after being drenched with 

Megasphaera elsdenii. However, we cannot conclude that feeding behavior (number of 

visits to the feeder and feeding time), was affected by drenching the cows with a live culture 

of Megasphaera elsdenii, as the only significant differences between treatments were 

found in Trial 2 and occurred before the day treatment was administered to the animals. 

Therefore, future research should investigate other behavioral impacts of Megasphaera 

elsdenii drench in dairy cattle. 

Our results agree with previous studies; for example daily milk yield increase was 

observed in high yielding lactating dairy cows fed a high-starch diet drenched with 

Megasphaera elsdenii (Aikman et al., 2009). Additionally, Aikman et al. (2011) observed 

a 2.4 kg/d numerical, but not statistically significant, increase in milk yield in cows 

drenched with Megasphaera elsdenii. Moreover, Henning et al. (2010b) reported that 

lambs and steers drenched with Megasphaera elsdenii had increased feed intake and 

average daily gains compared to control animals. With the increased milk protein and 

decreased milk fat, it was expected that treatment cows would have decreased fat to protein 

ratio. This is in contrast to Aikman et al. (2008) that cows receiving Megasphaera elsdenii 

had decreased milk protein percentages. On the other hand, the same authors reported a 

tendency for cows drenched with Megasphaera elsdenii to have reduced milk fat content. 

Some authors have associated the increase of ruminal Megasphaera elsdenii to decrease in 
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milk fat concentration (Palmonari et al., 2010, Weimer et al., 2015) because some strains 

of Megasphaera elsdenii produce trans-10,cis-12, a conjugated linoleic acid capable of 

inhibiting milk fat synthesis in the mammary gland (Kim et al., 2002, Bauman and Griinari, 

2003). 

The Megasphaera elsdenii drench has the potential to be used as a strategic 

management tool to minimize ruminal acidosis and improve ruminal resiliency during the 

transition period or other nutritional challenging events in the dairy cow life. Drastic 

dietary changes between the dry period and parturition can increase the risk of ruminal 

acidosis (Nocek, 1997). Additionally, with the recent availability and adoption of in-line 

milk analyzers, farmers can utilize milk yield and components data to identify cows at risk 

of acidosis and possibly make management decisions (Rotz et al., 2003), such as utilizing 

a Megasphaera elsdenii drench. Future research should focus on the strategic uses of the 

drench and investigate how the establishment of the Megasphaera elsdenii population 

relates to rumen pH and health. 

2.5 CONCLUSIONS 

The results from this experiment indicate that there might be benefits of utilizing a 

Megasphaera elsdenii drench in lactating dairy cows. We found that the drench positively 

influenced reticulorumen pH dynamics, and increased feed intake and acidosis resilience, 

which consequently could have affected milk production and components. There was not 

sufficient evidence to indicate that drenching cows with Megasphaera elsdenii affects 

feeding behavior. Importantly, we found that the timing of drench administration may be 

an important factor for drench effectiveness and future research should investigate the 
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dynamics of Megasphaera elsdenii population establishment relationship with rumen pH 

and health. 
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Table 2.1  Ingredients and chemical composition of the diets fed during Trial 1, Trial 2, 
and subacute acidosis challenge for cows (n = 8) drenched with distilled water (control) or 
Megasphaera elsdenii before an acidosis challenge. 

 

Item Trial 1 Trial 2 SARA challenge 
mix1 

Ingredient (g/kg of DM)    

Grain mix2 463.0 471.0  

Corn silage 252.0 289.0  

Alfalfa silage 175.0 0.0  

Cottonseed 64.0 65.0  

Mineral mix3 24.0 17.0  

Alfalfa hay 22.0 158.0  

Chemical Composition (g/kg of DM)    

DM  569.4 ± 34.2 499.4 ± 35.3 699.4 ± 7.1 

CP  147.0 ± 6.4 152.9 ± 4.9 131.4 ± 5.4 

aNDF  314.1 ± 39.5 268.9 ± 17.9 184.1 ± 8.6 

ADF  204.6 ± 34.4 171.1 ± 10.2 102.2 ± 7.5 

Starch  270.2 ± 34.5 286.4 ± 22.0 418.8 ± 11.8 

Ether Extract  36.4 ± 4.0 34.5 ± 5.3 34.2 ± 7.2 

NFC  448.6 ± 32.4 475.7 ± 16.6 606.5 ± 6.3 

Ash  74.5 ± 8.8 84.9 ± 3.5 60.0 ± 3.5 

Ca  11.1 ± 2.2 11.0 ± 0.6 5.7 ± 0.4 

P  6.2 ± 0.2 6.2 ± 0.4 5.0 ± 0.6 

1 The SARA challenge mix consisted of 2 kg of rolled barley, 2 kg of ground wheat and 
0.9 kg, and 4.3 kg of TMR. 
2 The grain mix contained (%) ground corn (48.7), soft wheat middlings (14.5), dry corn 
gluten feed (11.7), SoyPlus (7.4), ground soybean hulls (5.5), soybean meal (4.9), calcium 
carbonate (2.3), molasses (1.7), sodium bicarbonate (1.6), white salt (0.8), magnesium 
oxide (0.7), urea (0.1), mineral mix2 (0.1). 
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3 The mineral supplement had the following composition: vitamin A (2,141,457 IU/kg), 
vitamin D3 (535,392 IU/kg), vitamin E (8,103 IU/kg), Zn (16,506 mg/kg), Mn (15,020 
mg/kg), Cu (2,720 mg/kg), I (351 mg/kg), Co (239 mg/kg), Se (106 mg/kg), Ca (109 g/kg), 
P (2 g/kg), Mg (1.8 g/kg), and Na (0.5 g/kg). 
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Table 2.2 Least square means (± SEM) of reticulorumen pH dynamics, DMI, feeding 
behavior, and milk yield and composition for dairy cows (n=8) drenched with distilled 
water (control) or Megasphaera elsdenii 4 days (Trial 1) and 1 day (Trial 2) before an 
acidosis challenge. 

 

 Treatment   

Item Control Megasphaera 
elsdenii 

SEM P-value 

Megasphaera elsdenii 4 days before an acidosis challenge   

Reticulorumen pH Dynamics     

Mean reticulorumen pH average 6.11 6.23 0.05 < 0.01 

Area below pH 5.8 (min x pH/d) 81.38 20.85 27.35 0.01 

Area below pH 5.6 (min x pH/d) 37.31 6.77 13.89 0.03 

Time below pH 5.8 (h/d) 4.68 1.82 1.42 < 0.01           

Time below pH 5.6 (h/d) 2.65 0.64 0.89 0.01 

DMI and Feeding Behavior     

DMI (kg/d) 21.43 23.50 1.44 0.04 

Visits to the feeder (visits/d) 27.99 29.34 1.65 0.44 

Time spent feeding (min/d) 191.65 200.62 27.72 0.58 

Milk yield and Components     

Milk yield (kg/d) 26.07 28.75 1.62 0.01 

Milk fat (%) 4.09 3.97 0.08 0.06 

Milk protein (%) 3.19 3.28 0.15 0.02 

Fat to protein ratio 1.30 1.22 0.06 0.01 

Megasphaera elsdenii 1 day before an acidosis challenge   

Reticulorumen pH Dynamics     

Mean reticulorumen pH average 6.24 6.21 0.07 0.22 

Area below pH 5.8 (min x pH/d) 21.54 36.26 11.60 0.22 

Area below pH 5.6 (min x pH/d) 19.12 17.01 11.17 0.75 
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Table 2.2 Continued 

 

 Treatment   

Item Control Megasphaera 
elsdenii 

SEM P-value 

Time below pH 5.8 (h/d) 2.61 3.20 0.79 0.35 

Time below pH 5.6 (h/d) 1.66 1.31 0.63 0.32 

DMI and Feeding Behavior     

DMI (kg/d) 22.80 22.88 0.83 0.86 

Visits to the feeder (visits/d) 37.42 35.98 4.86 0.67 

Time spent feeding (min/d) 282.66 378.19 53.24 < 0.01 

Milk yield and Components     

Milk yield (kg/d) 34.26 34.97 0.95 0.20 

Milk fat (%) 3.78 3.82 0.04 0.37 

Milk protein (%) 3.21 3.22 0.08 0.58 

Fat to protein ratio 1.18 1.19 0.02 0.50 
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Figure 2.1 Reticulorumen pH dynamics differences expressed as least square means ± SEM 
by experimental day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled 
water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 4 days before the acidosis challenge for: a) 
reticulorumen pH average, b) area below pH 5.8, c) time below pH 5.8, d) area below pH 
5.6, e) time below pH 5.6. 

 

→ Indicates time of drenching. 

* Indicates that treatments differed on that day (P < 0.05). 

† Indicates that treatments tended to differ between treatments on that day (P < 0.10). 
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Figure 2.1 B) 
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Figure 2.1 C)
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Figure 2.1 D) 
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Figure 2.1 E) 
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Figure 2.2 Reticulorumen pH dynamics differences expressed as least square means ± SEM 
by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) 
or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 1 day before the acidosis challenge for: a) reticulorumen 
pH average, b) area below pH 5.8, c) time below pH 5.8, d) area below pH 5.6, e) time 
below pH 5.6. 

 

→ Indicates time of drenching. 

* Indicates that treatments differed on that day (P < 0.05). 

† Indicates that treatments tended to differ between treatments on that day (P < 0.10). 

 

Figure 2.2 A) 
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Figure 2.2 B) 
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Figure 2.2 C) 
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Figure 2.2 D) 
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Figure 2.2 E) 
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Figure 2.3 Feeding behavior differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM by day 
relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or 
Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 4 days before the acidosis challenge for: a) number of visits 
to the feeder, b) feeding time. 

 

→ Indicates time of drenching. 

* Indicates that treatments differed on that day (P < 0.05). 

† Indicates that treatments tended to differ between treatments on that day (P < 0.10). 
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Figure 2.3 B) 
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Figure 2.4 Dry matter intake differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM by day 
relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or 
Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 4 days before the acidosis challenge. 
 
→ Indicates time of drenching. 

* Indicates that treatments differed on that day (P < 0.05). 

† Indicates that treatments tended to differ between treatments on that day (P < 0.10). 
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Figure 2.5 Feeding behavior differences expressed as least square means ± SEM by day 
relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or 
Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 1 day before the acidosis challenge for:  a) number of visits 
to the feeder, b) feeding time. 
 

→ Indicates time of drenching. 

* Indicates that treatments differed on that day (P < 0.05). 

† Indicates that treatments tended to differ between treatments on that day (P < 0.10). 
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Figure 2.5 B) 
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Figure 2.6 Dry matter intake differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM by day 
relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or 
Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 1 day before the acidosis challenge. 

 

→ Indicates time of drenching. 

* Indicates that treatments differed on that day (P < 0.05). 

† Indicates that treatments tended to differ between treatments on that day (P < 0.10).  
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Figure 2.7 Milk yield and components differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM 
by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) 
or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 4 days before the acidosis challenge for: a) milk yield, b) 
milk fat, c) milk protein, d) milk fat to protein ratio. 
 

→ Indicates time of drenching. 

* Indicates that treatments differed on that day (P < 0.05). 

† Indicates that treatments tended to differ between treatments on that day (P < 0.10). 
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Figure 2.7 B) 
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Figure 2.7 C) 
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Figure 2.7 D)  
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Figure 2.8 Milk yield and components differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM 
by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) 
or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 1 day before the acidosis challenge for: a) milk yield, b) 
milk fat, c) milk protein, d) milk fat to protein ratio. 
 

→ Indicates time of drenching. 

* Indicates that treatments differed on that day (P < 0.05). 

† Indicates that treatments tended to differ between treatments on that day (P < 0.10). 

 

Figure 2.8 A) 

 
  

† *

0

9

18

27

36

45

d-4 d-3 d-2 d-1 d 0 d+1 d+2 d+3

M
ilk

 y
ie

ld
 (k

g/
d)



 

81 
 

Figure 2.8 B) 
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Figure 2.8 C) 
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Figure 2.8 D) 
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CHAPTER 3. EFFECTS OF A MEGASPHAERA ELSDENII ORAL CAPSULE ON THE 

DEVELOPMENT OF DAIRY-BEEF CROSSBRED CALVES. PART I: 
PERFORMANCE AND FEEDING BEHAVIOR PATTERNS 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

Ruminal health is fundamental to calf growth and development, and one of the 

many maladies affecting calves ruminal health is subacute ruminal acidosis (SARA). 

Subacute ruminal acidosis is a metabolic disorder characterized by low reticulorumen pH 

(i.e. pH < 5.6 or pH < 5.8 for more than 180 min) that can affect the animal’s physiology, 

intake, feeding and resting behavior, and performance (see review by Plaizier et al., 2008). 

Although vastly studied in adult cattle, there is limited research on the effects and 

prevention of SARA in calves. Previous research has shown that reticulorumen pH in dairy 

calves is lower than in adult cattle, ranging from 5.0 to 6.0 (Gentile et al., 2004, Suarez-

Mena et al., 2016, Yohe et al., 2018). In addition, dairy calves are also prone to decreases 

in reticulorumen pH, especially during weaning (Beharka et al., 1998, Suarez-Mena et al., 

2016, Gelsinger et al., 2020).  

A recent study by Gelsinger et al. (2020) reported that calves with induced SARA 

had decreased solid feed dry matter intake (DMI) and body weights. Likewise, Li et al. 

(2019) reported a significant impact of SARA on solid feed DMI and body weight starting 

at four and five weeks of age, respectively. Gut dysfunctions such as SARA have been 

associated with the display of non-nutritive oral behaviors in ungulates (Bergeron et al., 

2006). Non-nutritive behaviors such as tongue rolling, licking, and oral manipulation are 

normally displayed by calves (Horvath and Miller-Cushon, 2017). However, the excessive 

display of these non-nutritive oral behaviors has been associated with poor animal welfare 
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(Mason and Latham, 2004). In addition to the negative effects on solid feed DMI, 

performance, and behavior, SARA might affect reticulorumen volatile fatty acid (VFA) 

dynamics (Gelsinger et al., 2020) and development (Li et al., 2019, Gelsinger et al., 2020) 

in calves. Persistence of SARA can also lead to metabolic acidosis and death in calves 

(Gentile et al., 2004).  

In dairy cows, one of the many prevention methods for acidosis is the use of 

probiotics containing lactate-utilizing bacteria (Nocek et al., 2002). For example, 

Megasphaera elsdenii is one of the lactate-utilizing bacteria that can be utilized as a 

probiotic for SARA prevention. Megasphaera elsdenii is a naturally occurring rumen 

microorganism known for utilizing lactate and stabilizing ruminal pH (Counotte et al., 

1981b, Nagaraja and Titgemeyer, 2007c). In fact, strains of Megasphaera elsdenii have 

been patented and can now be used as SARA control tools (Leedle et al., 1990; Horn et al., 

2009). In a recent study with mid-lactation cows, Mazon et al. (2020) reported that 

challenged cows receiving a probiotic containing Megasphaera elsdenii experienced 

shorter and less intense acidosis periods compared to control cows. In recent reviews, 

Alawneh et al. (2020) and Cangiano et al. (2020) reported that probiotic supplementation 

in calves generally yields positive effects, especially when animals are subject to stress. 

Furthermore, providing calves with probiotics around weaning is considered a strategic 

intervention to mitigate the reticulorumen exposure to events that can negatively impact 

calf health and performance (Cangiano et al., 2020). Besides weaning, calves are also likely 

to benefit from early-life nutritional interventions with probiotics. The rationale behind 

early-life administration of probiotics to calves consists in the introduction of beneficial 

microorganisms into the reticulorumen that will pre-empt the reticulorumen environment, 
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proliferate, and bring long-term benefits for the calf (Arshad et al., 2021, Du et al., 2023). 

Therefore, there is an opportunity to supplement probiotics, such as Megasphaera elsdenii 

both in early-life as well as around weaning as a SARA prevention tool for calves. 

The current literature on the supplementation of probiotics containing 

Megasphaera elsdenii to calves is still limited, focuses on early-life supplementation, and 

shows contrasting results. Muya et al. (2015) reported that calves receiving an oral dose of 

Megasphaera elsdenii at 14 days of age had greater DMI, greater weaning weight, and 

tended to have greater average daily gain compared to control calves. However, Yohe et 

al. (2018) did not observe any effects of Megasphaera elsdenii oral supplementation on 

body weight or DMI in dairy calves. On the other hand, supplementation of Megasphaera 

elsdenii in beef cattle has yielded positive results, increasing meat quality in early weaned 

steers (DeClerck et al., 2020b) and ADG in beef cows (DeClerck et al., 2020a).  

Thus, the objective of this study was to evaluate the effects of an oral probiotic 

capsule containing a live culture of Megasphaera elsdenii NCIMB 41125 (Lactipro FLX 

Calf, MS Biotec) on the solid feed DMI, performance, and behavioral patterns (eating, 

drinking, and non-nutritive oral behaviors) of dairy-beef crossbred calves under SARA risk 

throughout the rearing period. We hypothesized that calves receiving the early-life 

intervention with Megasphaera elsdenii would have greater solid feed DMI, which could 

possibly increase their ADG, and the time they spent eating and drinking water. 

Furthermore, we hypothesized that calves receiving the early-life intervention with 

Megasphaera elsdenii spent less time performing non-nutritive oral behaviors compared 

to control. 
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3.2 MATERIALS AND METHODS 

3.2.1 Animal Housing and Diet 

This study was conducted at the University of Kentucky Large Animal Unit 

between August 2020 and April 2021, under Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee 

Protocol number 2019-3156. The sample size was calculated based on previous work 

(Muya et al., 2015, Muya et al., 2017) and a review of available calf performance records 

from the University of Kentucky Large Animal Unit. A power analysis was calculated to 

detect a difference of 0.20 kg/d of ADG with a standard deviation of 0.15 kg and an 

estimated population mean ADG of 0.8 kg/d. Using these values, nine calves were needed 

per treatment group to achieve a power of 80% with an α of 0.05.  To account for potential 

animal or data loss, at least 10 animals were enrolled in each treatment group.  

Thirty-one dairy-beef crossbred calves (Holstein x Angus; 45.3 ± 7.1 kg; 8.2 ± 2.0 

d old) were enrolled in a blinded 76-day randomized trial. Calves were acquired from a 

commercial dairy farm and transported to the University of Kentucky Large Animal Unit 

in Lexington Kentucky.  Upon birth at the commercial farm, calves were fed pasteurized 

maternal colostrum within six hours of birth. Calves were individually housed outdoors in 

hutches and fed 6 L of pasteurized milk divided into two meals at approximately 0700 and 

1500 h.  

At the University of Kentucky Large Animal Unit, calves were individually housed 

indoors in an environmentally controlled room (20.9 ± 0.5o C and 79.4 ± 5.0% relative 

humidity). Calf pens were 6.5 ± 0.3 m2 with solid side walls and lined with rubber mattress 

flooring. Calves had ad libitum access to water and a pelletized calf starter (Table 3.1; 

Special Calf Starter and Grower, Bagdad Roller Mills Inc, Bagdad, KY) provided via 
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buckets. Calf starter buckets were replenished daily at 0830 h and once weekly each bucket 

was emptied, thoroughly washed, and the calf starter was completely replaced. The calves 

were bottle fed, receiving 7 L/d of milk replacer (Cow’s Match Warm Front, Land O Lakes, 

MN; 150 g of milk replacer for 1L of water heated to 40 oC; 13.04 % DM; 27 % CP; 10 % 

crude fat, and 40 % lactose) divided into two equal meals at approximately 0800 and 1730h 

until day 41 of the study. On day 42, calves had their milk allowance reduced to 3.5 L/d of 

the same solution divided into two equal meals. If a calf was unable to drink the whole 

contents of the bottle, researchers would manually assist the calf to access the bottle. If the 

calf refused to drink, a second manual assist was performed 5 minutes after the first 

attempt. If a calf refused to drink the whole contents of the bottle after the second manual 

assist, milk orts were weighed (Mettler PJ 4000, Mettler Instrument Corp., Hightstown, 

New Jersey) and recorded. Calves were weaned on day 56 and had ad libitum access to 

water and calf starter until harvested starting on day 77.   

3.2.2 Experimental Design 

This study was divided in two different enrollment dates of August 2020 and 

January 2021 dairy-beef crossbred calves, respectively, to determine the effectiveness of a 

capsule containing a 5x109 CFU of Megasphaera elsdenii NCIMB 41125 (Lactipro FLX 

Calf, MS Biotec, Wamego, KS). Regardless of calf enrollment date, the study was 

conducted in an identical manner in a climate controlled environment to avoid any 

variations caused by management changes. The study consisted of a 76-day experimental 

period starting when calves arrived at the University of Kentucky Large Animal Unit. To 

investigate the effects of the Megasphaera elsdenii capsule over time, the 76-day 

experimental period was divided into 4 main periods of interest: preweaning (day 1 to 41), 
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weaning (day 42 to 55), postweaning (day 56 to 76), and whole experimental period (day 

1 to 76). Upon arrival (day 0), calves had their body weight recorded using an electronic 

scale (Brecknell PS1000, Avery Weigh-Tronix LLC, Fairmont, MN), and had a 10 mL 

blood sample collected via jugular venipuncture. Following collection, the jugular blood 

sample was centrifuged at 3,000 RPM for 15 minutes and the supernatant serum BRIX was 

measured using a digital refractometer (MISCO PA202, MISCO Solon, OH). Then, calves 

were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments: placebo capsules on days 15 and 39 

(ME0), probiotic capsule on study day 15 and placebo capsule on day 39 (ME15), or 

probiotic capsule on days 15 and 39 (ME15+39). Probiotic and placebo capsules were 

identical gelatin capsules measuring 35 x 13 mm. However, placebo capsules suffered a 

dry heat treatment to sterilize the bolus and eliminate active bacteria. All capsules were 

orally administered using three identical balling guns provided by the probiotic 

manufacturer. Each probiotic treatment group had its assigned balling gun that was 

sanitized between applications to avoid accidental inoculations or contaminations. 

Treatment groups were balanced for weight, age, and serum BRIX (Table 3.2). Treatments 

were assigned by a third-party scientist, thus all the personnel involved in the study were 

blinded to the probiotic treatments. 

3.2.3 Calf Performance and Feeding Behavior 

Calf starter orts were weighed daily at 0730h, and individual solid feed intake was 

determined via disappearance. Once weekly, calf starter samples were collected and stored 

at -20oC until chemical composition analysis. Samples were dried for 48 h at 55°C in a 

forced-air oven (Tru-Temp, Hotpack Corp., Philadelphia, PA) to determine the dry matter 

content of the calf starter, which was further used to calculate solid feed DMI by 
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multiplying the recorded daily solid feed intake by the weekly calf starter dry matter 

percentage. Samples were ground using a 2-mm screen (Standard Model 3, Arthur H. 

Thomas Co., Philadelphia, PA) and composited by month for analysis of chemical 

composition. Samples were sent to a laboratory (Rock River Laboratory Inc., Watertown, 

WI) for wet chemistry analysis. Samples were analyzed for crude protein (CP; method 

990.03; AOAC International 2023), fat (method 2003.05; AOAC International, 2023), 

neutral detergent fiber (NDF) with heat-stable α-amylase and sodium sulphite (Van Soest 

et al., 1991), acid detergent fiber (ADF; method 973.18; AOAC International, 2023), starch 

(α-amylase method; Hall, 2009), ash  (method 942.05; AOAC International, 2023), and 

minerals (method 985.01 and 923.01; AOAC International, 2023). 

Calves were assessed daily for clinical signs of bovine respiratory disease (BRD) 

and diarrhea according to the University of Kentucky Institutional Animal Care and Use 

Committee guidelines. A single observer evaluated the calves daily prior to feeding to 

assess for clinical signs of BRD utilizing the Wisconsin Calf Health Scoring Chart 

developed by McGuirk and Peek (2014). Briefly, calves had their nasal discharge, eye 

discharge, ear tilt, rectal temperature, and cough status utilizing a 4-point scoring system 

that varied from 0 (normal) to 3 (severely abnormal). Additionally, fecal scores were 

evaluated daily utilizing a 4-point system described by Renaud et al. (2020), where a score 

of zero indicated normal feces and a score of 3 indicated watery feces. Once weekly, calves 

were weighed and ADG was calculated by subtracting the most recent weight from the 

previous recorded weight and dividing it by the number of days between weight recordings. 

Immediately after the weekly body weight assessment, calves had their lungs assessed for 

consolidation. Lung consolidation was measured by a single observer utilizing a portable 
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ultrasound (Ibex Pro, E.I. Medical, Loveland, CO) with 1 cm grid-marks, following the 

methodology described by Dunn et al. (2018). Further details about the portable ultrasound 

configuration are thoroughly described by Cantor et al. (2022). A calf was classified as 

having a minor case of BRD when the sum of scores from the Wisconsin Calf Health 

Scoring Chart was ≥ 6 and lung consolidation was ≥ 3.0 cm2. Calves diagnosed with a 

minor BRD case received enrofloxacin subcutaneously (Baytril, Bayer, Leverkusen, 

Germany; 1 ml/15 kg of body weight) following the herd veterinarian protocol. Calves that 

presented sum of scores from the Wisconsin Calf Health Scoring Chart ≥ 6 and lung 

consolidation was ≥ 5.0 cm2 were considered as having severe BRD. Calves diagnosed 

with severe BRD were treated with subcutaneous tulathromycin (Draxxin, Zoetis, Florham 

Park, NJ; 1.2 ml/45 kg of body weight) and intravenous flunixin meglumine (Banamine, 

Merck Animal Health, Madison, NJ; 0.5 ml/15 kg of body weight). 

Feeding behavior was recorded using timer-activated cameras (Moultrie M40i, 

Moultrie Feeders Birmingham, AL) hung above each individual pen. Cameras were 

programmed to record still images on 1-minute intervals for 24h on days 13 and 32, during 

preweaning, day 53, and 67 during the weaning and postweaning periods, respectively. The 

1-minute recording intervals for feeding behavior has been previously validated by Miller-

Cushon and DeVries (2011). Eating, drinking, and non-nutritive oral behaviors were 

recorded by a single observer following a preconstructed ethogram, provided in Table 3.3. 

Recorded behaviors were summed by day and then summarized by period for statistical 

analysis. 
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3.2.4 Statistical Analysis 

All statistical analyses were performed using SAS (version 9.4; SAS Institute Inc., 

Cary, NC). All data were checked for normality utilizing the UNIVARIATE procedure and 

probability distribution plots. We analyzed the overall performance of calves for the whole 

experimental period as well their performance during the other three periods of interest: 

preweaning (day 1 to 41), weaning (day 42 to 55), and postweaning (day 56 to 76).  

 The effects of treatment (e.g. administration of a Megasphaera elsdenii capsule) on 

solid feed DMI, performance, and feeding behavior patterns (time spent eating, drinking, 

or performing non-nutritive oral behaviors) were determined by analysis of variance using 

a generalized mixed linear model (Proc MIXED) in SAS. The fixed effects in the model 

included treatment, enrollment weight, enrollment age, enrollment brix, antibiotic 

treatment, study period, and the interaction between treatment and period. Study day, week, 

and period were specified as a repeated measure to analyze solid feed DMI, ADG, and 

behaviors, respectively. Calf was specified as subject and a compound-symmetry structure 

was used. Study enrollment date was considered a random factor. Manual stepwise 

backward elimination retained predictors with a P < 0.30. Two calves that received 

antibiotic treatment for severe BRD (ME0 n = 1; ME15 n = 1) were removed from the 

analysis.  Significant interactions of treatment and period were explored using the SLICE 

option of the LSMEANS statement of MIXED procedure for each period. Post-hoc 

comparisons between treatments throughout the study and at each period of interest were 

conducted utilizing the MULTTEST procedure and the P-values were adjusted using the 

stepdown Bonferroni method of Holm (1979). Significance was declared at P ≤ 0.05, and 
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trends were defined as 0.05 < P ≤ 0.10. Authors were unblinded regarding the probiotic 

treatments as the statistical analysis was finalized to allow for data interpretation. 

3.3 RESULTS 

 Mean solid feed DMI and treatment differences during the preweaning, weaning, 

postweaning, and whole experimental periods are reported in Table 3.4. In addition, a 

graphical representation of the mean daily solid feed DMI by probiotic treatment is 

presented in Figure 3.2. An effect of probiotic treatment on solid feed DMI  was observed 

throughout the whole experimental period, where ME15 and ME15+39 calves had greater 

solid feed DMI compared to ME0 calves (F2,25 = 5.10; P = 0.01; Figure 3.1 - A). No 

differences between ME15 and ME15+39 were detected when evaluating solid feed DMI 

through the whole experimental period (Figure 3.1 - A). Furthermore, we observed a period 

by treatment interaction (F4,52 = 29.61; P < 0.01; Table 3.4). During the preweaning period, 

no differences between treatments were found regarding solid feed DMI (Table 3.4). 

However, ME15+39 calves had greater solid feed DMI compared to ME0 calves during the 

weaning period (Table 3.4). In addition, ME15 calves tended to have greater solid feed DMI 

compared to ME0 calves during the weaning period (Table 3.4). No differences between 

ME15 and ME15+39 calves were detected when evaluating solid feed DMI during the 

weaning period (Table 3.4). During the postweaning period, ME15 and ME15+39 calves had 

greater solid feed DMI compared to ME0 calves (Table 3.4). Yet, no differences were 

observed for solid feed DMI between ME15 and ME15+39 calves during the postweaning 

period (Table 3.4).  
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 Mean ADG and treatments differences during the preweaning, weaning, 

postweaning, and whole experimental periods are reported in Table 3.4. Briefly, treatment 

had an effect on calves’ performance throughout the whole experimental period. We 

observed an effect of probiotic treatment on ADG (F2,25 = 5.17; P = 0.01; Figure 3.1 - B), 

where ME15 and ME15+39 calves had greater ADG compared to ME0 calves (Table 3.4). No 

differences between ME15 and ME15+39 were detected when evaluating ADG through the 

whole experimental period (Figure 3.1 - B). Furthermore, we observed a period by 

treatment interaction (F4,52 = 3.41; P = 0.02; Table 3.4). During the preweaning period, no 

differences between treatments were found (Table 3.4). However, ME15 calves had greater 

ADG when compared to ME0 calves during the weaning period (Table 3.4). In addition, 

ME15+39 calves tended to have greater ADG compared to ME0 calves during the weaning 

period (Table 3.4). No differences between ME15 and ME15+39 calves were detected when 

evaluating ADG during the weaning period (Table 3.4). During the postweaning period, 

ME15 and ME15+39 calves had greater ADG compared to ME0 calves (Table 3.4). Yet, no 

differences were observed for ADG between ME15 and ME15+39 calves during the 

postweaning period (Table 3.4). 

Mean time spent eating, drinking water, and performing non-nutritive oral behaviors 

and treatment differences during the preweaning, weaning, postweaning, and whole 

experimental periods are reported in Table 3.5. Briefly, we did not observe an effect of 

treatment (F2,25 = 0.47, P = 0.63; Table 3.5) nor a treatment by period interaction (F4,52 = 

1.00, P = 0.42; Table 3.5) for time spent eating. We found an effect of probiotic treatment 

on the time calves spent drinking water (F2,25 = 5.70, P < 0.01; Table 3.5) throughout the 

whole experimental period, where ME15 and ME15+39 calves spent more time drinking 
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water compared to ME0 calves (Table 3.5). No difference between ME15 and ME15+39 was 

detected regarding time spent drinking water when evaluating the whole experimental 

period (Table 3.5). Furthermore, we observed a period by treatment interaction (F4,52 = 

3.43; P = 0.01; Table 3.5) regarding the time calves spent drinking water. During the 

preweaning period, the time calves spent drinking water did not differ between treatments 

(Table 3.5). However, ME15+39 calves spent more time drinking water compared to ME0 

calves during the weaning period (Table 3.5). In addition, ME15 calves tended to spend 

more time drinking water compared to ME0 calves during the weaning period (Table 3.5). 

No difference between ME15 and ME15+39 calves was detected when evaluating time spent 

drinking water during the weaning period (Table 3.5). During the postweaning period, 

ME15 calves spent more time drinking water compared to ME0 calves (Table 3.5). No 

differences in time spent drinking water during the post weaning period were observed 

between ME15+39 and ME0, nor between ME15 and ME15+39 calves (Table 3.5). The effects 

of the Megasphaera elsdenii capsule throughout the whole experimental period tended to 

affect the time calves spent performing non-nutritive oral behaviors (F2,26 = 2.69, P = 0.09; 

Table 3.5), yet no differences between treatments were found (Table 3.5). No treatment by 

period interaction was detected regarding the time calves spent performing non-nutritive 

oral behaviors (F4,52 = 0.65, P = 0.63; Table 3.5). 

3.4 DISCUSSION 

In this study we evaluated the effectiveness of an oral probiotic capsule containing 

Megasphaera elsdenii in dairy-beef crossbred calves. The results from this study indicate 

that there might be benefits to utilizing a Megasphaera elsdenii capsule in dairy-beef 
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crossbred calves during the preweaning period, with improvements in solid feed DMI and 

performance. This study builds upon previous work showing possible benefits of oral 

interventions with Megasphaera elsdenii on Holstein cows (Mazon et al., 2020) and calves 

(Muya et al., 2015). However, the effects of oral interventions with Megasphaera elsdenii 

on solid feed DMI, performance, and feeding behavior patterns of dairy-beef crossbred 

calves have not been previously investigated. 

We found that the strategic intervention with Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic capsule 

improved overall solid feed DMI in dairy-beef crossbred calves. Although no differences 

between treatments were seen during the preweaning period, calves receiving 

Megasphaera elsdenii showed greater solid feed DMI during the weaning and postweaning 

periods. Other authors have reported similar preweaning solid feed DMI to dairy calves 

under similar milk feeding programs (Khan et al., 2007a, Mirzaei et al., 2020). 

Furthermore, our results agree with previous studies conducted with Holstein calves, 

lambs, and beef steers. First, Muya et al. (2015) also reported that Holstein calves receiving 

an oral dose of Megasphaera elsdenii at 14 days of age had greater solid feed DMI 

compared to control calves. However, the same authors reported that the increase in solid 

feed DMI started during the preweaning period, which was not observed in the present 

study. We believe that this time difference regarding solid feed DMI might be associated 

with the fact that in this study the calves were in a higher allowance of milk compared to 

Muya et al. (2015). In another trial with Holstein calves receiving a Megasphaera elsdenii 

drench at 14 days of age, Muya et al. (2017) presented greater solid feed DMI during the 

preweaning and postweaning periods compared to control calves. In addition, Henning et 

al. (2010a) reported that lambs and steers receiving a Megasphaera elsdenii drench one 
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day prior to transitioning from a high-forage to a high-grain diet also presented greater 

DMI following drench administration compared to animals receiving a placebo drench. On 

the other hand, Yohe et al. (2018) provided a Megasphaera elsdenii drench to Holstein 

heifers at 14 days of age and did not observe any effects of probiotic treatment on solid 

feed DMI between treatments. However, these authors had a limited sample size and did 

not power their study with the objective of detecting differences in solid feed DMI. We 

hypothesize that the probiotic intervention might have affected reticulorumen pH and VFA 

dynamics by favoring the reticulorumen development and, consequently, solid feed DMI 

in ME15 and ME15+39 calves. Previous researchers have reported a positive association 

between solid feed DMI, reticulorumen development, and VFA absorption capacity in 

calves (Baldwin et al., 2004, Khan et al., 2011b, Nishihara et al., 2023). Hence, when the 

reticulorumen is unable to absorb the VFA produced due to poor development, drastic 

drops in reticulorumen pH and subsequent damage of the reticulorumen epithelium can be 

observed, resulting in loss of appetite (Plaizier et al., 2008, Li et al., 2019). Future research 

should investigate the effects of the Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic on reticulorumen pH, 

VFA dynamics, and development of calves. 

Performance was also improved by the probiotic treatment, probably a consequence 

of the increased solid feed DMI. We found that the strategic intervention with 

Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic capsule also improved overall ADG in dairy-beef 

crossbred calves. Following solid feed DMI, no differences in ADG between treatments 

were seen during the preweaning period. However, calves receiving Megasphaera elsdenii 

showed greater ADG during the weaning and postweaning periods. Other authors have 

reported similar ADG both for dairy (Mirzaei et al., 2020) and dairy-beef crossbred calves 
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(Hickson et al., 2014) reared under similar conditions to the present study. Furthermore, 

our results agree with previous studies conducted with Holstein calves and beef steers. 

First, Muya et al. (2017) reported that dairy calves receiving an oral dose of Megasphaera 

elsdenii at 14 days of age had greater ADG during the postweaning period compared to 

control calves. In addition, Muya et al. (2015) reported that Holstein calves receiving an 

oral dose of Megasphaera elsdenii at 14 days of age tended to have greater ADG during 

the whole experimental period compared to control calves. Henning et al. (2010a) also 

reported that beef steers receiving a Megasphaera elsdenii drench prior to transitioning 

from a high-forage to a high-grain diet presented greater ADG compared to animals 

receiving a placebo drench. Our results contrast with the findings reported by Yohe et al. 

(2018), as the authors did not observe any differences in calf growth between treatments 

when providing a Megasphaera elsdenii drench to Holstein heifers at 14 days of age. 

However, as previously discussed, these authors did not design their study with the 

objective of detecting differences in animal performance.  

Although we observed that calves ME15 and ME15+39 calves had greater solid feed 

DMI than ME0 calves, strategic intervention with Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic capsule 

did not affect the time that calves spent eating but did positively affect time spent drinking 

water compared to placebo. Furthermore, we did not observe any differences between 

treatments regarding the expression of non-nutritive oral behaviors. To our knowledge, the 

present study is the first to look at feeding behavior in dairy-beef crossbred calves 

supplemented with Megasphaera elsdenii. Still, our feeding behavior results for time spent 

eating, drinking, and performing non-nutritive oral behaviors are within the range reported 

for dairy calves (Hepola et al., 2008, Castells et al., 2012, Montoro et al., 2013). Supporting 
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our results about water drinking time, Hepola et al. (2008) concluded that dairy calves 

spend little time drinking water preweaning, but this time increases towards the weaning 

and postweaning periods.  Kertz et al. (1984) reported high associations between water and 

solid feed DMI towards the end of the rearing period, which might explain the reason that 

calves receiving the Megasphaera elsdenii capsule spent more time drinking water than 

calves receiving a placebo capsule. In the present study, calves had access to calf starter 

and water through buckets, which did not allow us to record water intake, solid feed meal 

size, meal duration, and solid feed intake rate in real time. Changes in meal size, duration, 

and feeding rate have been associated with SARA occurrence in dairy cows (Krauze and 

Oetzel, 2006, DeVries et al., 2009). However, real time monitoring of water and solid feed 

intake is laborious when not automated and was not part of the main hypotheses in this 

experiment. Real time monitoring of water and solid feed intake is possible through the use 

of automated water and solid feed intake recording systems such as the one validated by 

Chapinal et al. (2007). Thus, future research should further investigate the effects of the 

Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic capsule on the feeding behavior of calves utilizing 

automated water and solid feed intake recording systems. 

Overall, we did not observe differences in solid feed DMI, performance, or 

behavioral patterns differences between ME15 and ME15+39 calves. Therefore, it is still 

unclear whether there are any additional benefits of providing calves with an additional 

Megasphaera elsdenii capsule around the time of weaning. Weaning is a sensitive and 

challenging time for calves, as the establishment of a consistent and adequate solid feed 

diet is essential to its success. In the present study, calves were gradually weaned, which 

allowed them to increase their solid feed DMI prior to total removal of the liquid diet (Khan 
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et al., 2007a, Sweeney et al., 2010). Yet, the transition from liquid to solid diets can be 

challenging for calves. During weaning, calves display an increase in vocalizations 

(Thomas et al., 2001) and expression of non-nutritive oral behaviors (Jensen, 2003), which 

might be associated with hunger, a major welfare challenge in commercially raised calves 

(see review by (Costa et al., 2019). Furthermore, during the weaning period, the calf 

experiences drastic physical, metabolic, and microbiome changes triggered by changes in 

the diet (Baldwin et al., 2004, Kim et al., 2016). In a recent review, Cangiano et al. (2020) 

suggested that utilizing microbial-based products around weaning might prevent calves 

from experiencing negative health-related events that affect growth during the weaning and 

postweaning periods. Thus, the timing of Megasphaera elsdenii intervention and its effects 

on reticulorumen pH and VFA dynamics should be further investigated. Our results showed 

that the providing calves with a Megasphaera elsdenii capsule during the preweaning 

period has the potential to be used as a strategic management tool, especially in preparation 

for the weaning and postweaning periods. In finishing beef cattle, Megasphaera elsdenii 

has been used strategically to alleviate aversive effects associated with accelerated dietary 

step-up protocols (DeClerck et al., 2020a). With the availability of automated calf starter 

feeders, farmers can utilize solid feed intake data to identify calves with abnormal solid 

feed intake and make management decisions, such as adjusting calf weaning age (de 

Passillé and Rushen, 2012, Benetton et al., 2019) or potentially by intervening with a 

probiotic such as Megasphaera elsdenii. In this study, we opted to use an autoclaved 

Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic capsule as a placebo as we did not expect any postbiotic 

effects of the microorganism. Postbiotics are non-living microorganisms or microorganism 

components that might confer a health benefit to the host (Salminen et al., 2021). To our 
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knowledge, there is no current literature indicating that Megasphaera elsdenii is being used 

nor acts as postbiotic. Future research should focus on the strategic uses of the 

Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic capsule and investigate how administration time might 

affect reticulorumen pH, VFA dynamics, and development. 

3.5 CONCLUSION 

The results from this study indicate that there might be benefits to utilizing a 

Megasphaera elsdenii capsule in dairy-beef crossbred calves. We found that calves 

receiving the Megasphaera elsdenii capsule had greater solid feed DMI and ADG 

compared to calves receiving a placebo capsule. Furthermore, calves receiving the 

Megasphaera elsdenii capsule spent more time drinking water than placebo calves. It is 

still unclear if there are benefits of providing two doses of the probiotic capsule to the 

calves. Future research should investigate the effects of the Megasphaera elsdenii capsule 

on the reticulorumen pH, VFA dynamics, and development of dairy-beef crossbred calves. 
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Table 3.1 The Mean ± (SD) chemical composition of the pelletized calf starter (Special 
Calf Starter and Grower, Bagdad Roller Mills Inc, Baghdad, KY) offered to dairy-beef 
crossbred calves (n = 31) assigned to different probiotic treatments containing 
Megasphaera elsdenii. 

 

Variables  

Component1 Mean ± SD 

DM, % 90.14 ± 1.58 

CP  21.70 ± 1.04 

Fat  2.78 ± 0.20 

NDF  10.90 ± 0.65 

ADF  4.34 ± 0.35 

Starch  38.29 ± 2.72 

Ash  7.69 ± 0.64 

Calcium  1.20 ± 0.09 

Phosphorus  0.57 ± 0.04 

Magnesium  0.20 ± 0.01 

Potassium  1.18 ± 0.09 

Sulfur  0.27 ± 0.02 

ME (Mcal/kg)1 2.12 ± 0.03 

 
1Expressed in % DM unless specified otherwise. 
2 ME = TDN × 0.04409 × 0.82; calculated according to (NRC, 2001) 
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Table 3.2 Mean, minimum, and maximum body weight (kg), age (d), and BRIX (%) at study enrollment for dairy-beef crossbred (n = 
31). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii: placebo (ME0), probiotic capsule on 
study day 15 (ME15), or probiotic capsule on days 15 and 39 (ME15+39) of the study. 

 

 Probiotic Treatment 

 
ME0 

(n = 10) 

ME15 

(n = 10) 

ME15+39 

(n = 11) 

 Mean ± SD Minimum 
Maximu

m 
Mean ± SD Minimum 

Maximu

m 
Mean ± SD Minimum Maximum 

Body 
weight, 

kg 
46.34 ± 8.33 33.20 65.40 45.56 ± 

6.94 37.40 59.60 44.15 ± 6.40 34.40 55.00 

Age, days 7.80 ± 2.35 4.00 12.00 8.30 ± 1.83 6.00 12.00 8.36 ± 2.01 6.00 12.00 

BRIX, % 8.45 ± 0.62 7.70 9.80 8.26 ± 0.56 7.40 9.40 8.23 ± 0.68 7.10 9.40 
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Table 3.3 Ethogram of behaviors used to record time spent eating, time spent drinking 
water, and time spent performing non-nutritive oral behaviors from dairy-beef crossbred 
calves (n = 31) assigned to different probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii.  

 

Behavior Definition 

Eating The calf has its muzzle placed below the calf starter bucket's rim 

Drinking The calf has its muzzle placed below the water bucket's rim 

Non-nutritive 

oral 

behaviors 

The calf has his mouth in direct contact or less than 30 cm of the 

bucket holder, the bucket's handle, the bucket's rim, the carabiner clip 

that holds the bucket, or the wall directly above the bucket holder 
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Table 3.4 Least squares mean ±SEM of daily solid feed dry matter intake (DMI; kg/d) and average daily gain (ADG; kg/d) for dairy-
beef crossbred calves (n = 31). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii: placebo 
(ME0), probiotic capsule on study day 15 (ME15), or probiotic capsule on days 15 and 39 (ME15+39) of the study. Results are shown 
separately for the preweaning, weaning, and postweaning periods. 

 

 Probiotic Treatment  P-value1,2 

Item ME0 ME15 ME15+39 SEM Treatment ME0 vs  

ME15 

ME0 vs  

ME15+39 

ME15 vs  

ME 15+39 

Preweaning (d 1 to 41) 
   

    
 

Solid Feed DMI (kg/d) 0.08 0.15 0.26 0.13 0.57 NS NS NS 

ADG (kg/d) 0.60 0.69 0.74 0.09 0.52 NS NS NS 

Weaning (d 42 to 55)         

Solid Feed DMI (kg) 0.95 1.43 1.50 0.14 0.01 0.08 0.03 NS 

ADG (kg/d) 0.57 1.02 0.93 0.10 0.01 0.02 0.07 NS 

Postweaning (d 56 to 76)         

Solid Feed DMI (kg) 2.49 3.28 3.29 0.13 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 NS 

ADG (kg/d) 1.13 1.58 1.58 0.10 <0.01 0.02 0.01 NS 
1 P-values were adjusted using the stepdown Bonferroni method of Holm (1979) 
2 NS represents a Bonferroni-adjusted P-value ≥ 1.0 
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Table 3.5 Least squares mean ±SEM of time spent eating (min/d), time spent drinking(min/d), and time spent performing non-nutritive 
oral behaviors (min/d) for dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing 
Megasphaera elsdenii: placebo (ME0), probiotic capsule on study day 15 (ME15), or probiotic capsule on days 15 and 39 (ME15+39) of 
the study. Results are shown separately for the preweaning, weaning, postweaning, and whole experimental period. 

 Probiotic Treatment  P-value1,2 

Item ME0 ME15 ME15+39 SEM Treatment ME0 vs  

ME15 

ME0 vs  

ME15+39 

ME15 vs  

ME 15+39 

Preweaning (d 1 to 41) 
   

    
 

Eating (min/d) 22.29 16.73 19.72 5.44 0.67 NS NS NS 

Drinking water (min/d) 1.71 2.15 4.11 1.40 0.39 NS NS NS 

Non-nutritive oral behaviors (min/d) 26.52 28.11 22.97 5.48 0.64 NS NS NS 

Weaning (d 42 to 55)         

Eating (min/d) 39.18 47.56 46.08 6.47 0.54 NS NS NS 

Drinking water (min/d) 1.68 8.04 8.43 1.68 0.01 0.07 0.04 NS 

Non-nutritive oral behaviors (min/d) 42.19 37.11 25.28 6.49 0.08 NS 0.26 NS 

Postweaning (d 56 to 76)         

Eating (min/d) 68.63 69.00 77.91 6.47 0.39 NS NS NS 

Drinking water (min/d) 4.69 12.93 10.25 1.68 < 0.01 0.01 0.11 NS 

Non-nutritive oral behaviors (min/d) 32.27 32.78 25.64 6.49 0.35 NS NS NS 
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Table 3.5 Continued 

 

 Probiotic Treatment  P-value1,2 

Item ME0 ME15 ME15+39 SEM Treatment ME0 vs  

ME15 

ME0 vs  

ME15+39 

ME15 vs  

ME 15+39 

Whole experimental period (d 1 to 76) 
   

    
 

Eating (min/d) 43.37 44.43 47.91 4.81 0.63 NS NS NS 

Drinking water (min/d) 2.69 7.71 7.60 1.22 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.95 

Non-nutritive oral behaviors (min/d) 34.99 32.67 24.63 4.82 0.09 0.63 0.11 0.21 
1 P-values were adjusted using the stepdown Bonferroni method of Holm (1979) 
2 NS represents a Bonferroni-adjusted P-value ≥ 1.0
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 Figure 3.1 Differences in daily solid feed dry matter intake (A; kg/d) and average daily 

gain (B; kg/d) during the 76-day experimental period expressed as least square means ± 

SEM in dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic 

treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii: placebo (ME0; grey), probiotic capsule on 

study day 15 (ME15; green), or probiotic capsule on days 15 and 39 (ME15+39; blue) of 

the study. 

 
a-b Different superscripts indicate significant differences between probiotic treatments (P < 

0.05) 

Figure 3.1 A) 
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Figure 3.1 B) 
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Figure 3.2 Daily solid feed dry matter intake (kg/d) expressed as least square means ± 
SEM in dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31). Calves were assigned to one of three 
probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii: placebo (ME0; grey), probiotic 
capsule on study day 15 (ME15; green), or probiotic capsule on days 15 and 39 
(ME15+39; blue) of the study. 
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CHAPTER 4. EFFECTS OF A MEGASPHAERA ELSDENII ORAL CAPSULE ON THE 

DEVELOPMENT OF DAIRY-BEEF CROSSBRED CALVES.  PART II: 
RETICULORUMEN PH, VFA, AND ANATOMICAL DEVELOPMENT 

4.1 INTRODUCTION 

Many disorders can affect a calf’s reticulorumen environment and have negative 

consequences for animal growth and development. One of these disorders is subacute 

ruminal acidosis (SARA), characterized by low reticulorumen pH that can affect 

reticulorumen tissue, animal physiology, feed intake, milk yield, and milk composition 

(Plaizier et al., 2008, Plaizier et al., 2022). Previous studies have reported that 

reticulorumen pH in calves seems to be consistently lower than in adult cattle (Gentile et 

al., 2004, Suarez-Mena et al., 2016, Yohe et al., 2018). While deeply studied in cattle, there 

is still limited research on the occurrence and impacts of SARA in calves.  

Solid feed intake is fundamental for the development and growth of the 

reticulorumen in calves (Baldwin et al., 2004, Khan et al., 2011b). However, calves are 

susceptible to decreases in reticulorumen pH during weaning as they transition from liquid 

to solid diets (Beharka et al., 1998, Suarez-Mena et al., 2016, Gelsinger et al., 2020). Recent 

studies have reported that calves with calf starter induced SARA have displayed reduced 

solid feed dry matter intake and body weights, starting as early as four weeks of age (Li et 

al., 2019, Gelsinger et al., 2020). In addition to the negative effects on intake and 

performance, SARA might affect reticulorumen volatile fatty acids (VFA) and anatomical 

development in calves. Gelsinger et al. (2020) reported that calves with calf starter induced 

SARA had greater concentrations of total VFA, as well as greater concentrations of 

propionate and isobutyrate compared to calves fed a control calf starter. The same authors 
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reported that calves with calf starter induced SARA tended to have a lesser reticulorumen 

weight and displayed greater reticulorumen lesion scores compared with calves fed a calf 

starter designed to blunt SARA.  

In mature cows under induced SARA, Steele et al. (2011) reported reductions in 

the depth of the stratum basale, spinosum, and granulosum layers of the reticulorumen 

epithelium. In calves, Li et al. (2019) reported that SARA can also affect biological 

pathways associated with cell division, possibly affecting reticulorumen epithelial health 

and anatomical development. Damages to the reticulorumen epithelium have been 

associated with the incidence of liver abscesses, as they might allow microorganisms to 

enter the bloodstream (Nagaraja and Titgemeyer, 2007a, Elmhadi et al., 2022). Lastly, long 

exposure to SARA can lead to metabolic acidosis and death in calves (Gentile et al., 2004).  

The production and absorption of VFA provides the chemical stimulus needed for 

the development of the reticulorumen epithelium in calves (Sander et al., 1959, Tamate et 

al., 1962, Diao et al., 2019). However, diets with elevated proportions of non-fibrous 

carbohydrates might result in VFA accumulation and lactate production causing rapid pH 

declines in the reticulorumen (Laarman and Oba, 2011). In a study investigating the pre to 

postweaning papillae growth and reticulorumen fermentation characteristics in calves, van 

Niekerk et al. (2021) reported that greater reticulorumen papillae development might aid 

VFA absorption, reducing SARA time in calves. Furthermore, Nishihara et al. (2023) 

reported a positive association between reticulorumen papillae dimensions and genes 

associated with VFA absorption and ketogenic activity. Thus, mitigation strategies that 

promote reticulorumen development and reduce the negative effects of SARA in 

preweaning calves are warranted. 
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There is a myriad of SARA prevention methods in adult cattle. One of them 

involves dietary supplementation with probiotics containing lactate-utilizing bacteria, such 

as Megasphaera elsdenii (Megasphaera elsdenii) (Nocek et al., 2002). Megasphaera 

elsdenii is a naturally occurring rumen microorganism known for utilizing lactate and 

stabilizing ruminal pH (Counotte et al., 1981b, Nagaraja and Titgemeyer, 2007c, Susanto 

et al., 2023). In a recent study with mid-lactation cows under a SARA challenge, Mazon et 

al. (2020) reported that challenged cows receiving a probiotic containing Megasphaera 

elsdenii displayed greater reticulorumen pH and experienced shorter and milder SARA 

compared to control cows. As such, there appears to be an opportunity to implement 

strategic probiotic interventions in calves. For example, Cangiano et al. (2020) suggested 

that the strategic supplementation of microbial-based products around weaning might 

mitigate the reticulorumen exposure to conditions that can have a negatively impact the 

health and performance on calves. However, the current literature investigating the effects 

of Megasphaera elsdenii on calf reticulorumen pH, VFA, and anatomical development is 

limited. Thus, the objective of this study was to evaluate the effects of an oral probiotic 

capsule containing a live culture of Megasphaera elsdenii NCIMB 41125 (Lactipro FLX 

Calf, MS Biotec) on the reticulorumen pH, VFA, and anatomical development of dairy-

beef crossbred calves.  

4.2 MATERIALS AND METHODS 

4.2.1 Animals and Experimental Design 

This study was conducted between August 2020 and April 2021 under Institutional 

Animal Care and Use Committee Protocol number 2019-3156 at the University of 
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Kentucky Large Animal Unit. This study is described in greater detail in the companion to 

this paper (Mazon et al., 2023). Briefly, dairy-beef calves (Holstein x Angus; n = 31; 45.3 

± 7.1kg; 8.2 ± 2.0 d old) were enrolled in a 76-day randomized trial in 2 enrollment dates 

(August 2020 and January 2021) to determine the effectiveness of a capsule containing a 

5x109 CFU of Megasphaera elsdenii NCIMB 41125 (Lactipro FLX Calf, MS Biotec, 

Wamego, KS). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments balanced for 

weight, age, and passive transfer status: an autoclaved probiotic capsule as placebo (ME0), 

a single dose of probiotic on day 15 (ME15), or probiotic administration on days 15 and 39 

(ME15+39). Treatments were assigned by a third-party researcher, hence all the personnel 

involved in the study were blinded to the probiotic treatments. Calves were fed 7 L/d of 

milk replacer divided in two equal meals (Cow’s Match Warm Front, Land O Lakes, MN; 

150 g of replacer for 1L of water heated to 40oC; 13.04% DM; 27% CP; 10% crude fat, 

and 40% lactose) until day 41. On day 42, milk allowance per meal was reduced in half 

until weaning on day 56. Calves were individually housed and had unlimited access to 

water and pelletized calf starter (21.70 % CP, 2.78% fat; 38.29% starch) throughout the 

study. Calves were assessed daily for signs of bovine respiratory disease (McGuirk and 

Peek, 2014) and diarrhea (Renaud et al., 2020). Calf starter intake was recorded daily via 

disappearance. Once weekly, calves were weighed had their lung consolidation measured 

following Dunn et al. (2018). Further information on the animals, housing, diets, health 

evaluation, and disease treatment protocols utilized in this study are included in the 

companion paper (Mazon et al., 2023). 
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4.2.2 Reticulorumen pH and VFA 

 Reticulorumen fluid was collected from each calf on days 14, 35, 49, 58, and 70 

starting at 4h post-feeding. Reticulorumen fluid was collected with an esophageal tube 

following the stomach tubing procedures described by Terré et al. (2013a). Briefly, a 

flexible esophageal tube connected to a Geishauser probe (Geishauser and Gitzel, 1996) 

was inserted into the reticulorumen via the esophagus. The esophageal tube was connected 

to a sterile 1200 mL suction canister (Medi-Vac Guardian, Cardinal Health, Waukegan, 

IL), which was connected to an electric variable vacuum pump (Gen-Med EA, General 

Medical Corporation, Richmond, VA). After the esophageal tube was inserted, researchers 

started the vacuum pump. First, samples with any visual signs of saliva contamination were 

discarded. A reticulorumen fluid sample was considered contaminated with saliva if the 

researchers detected any visual signs of viscous and slight transparent fluid in the sample. 

After all saliva was discarded, a new sterile suction canister was utilized to collect the 

reticulorumen fluid sample. To avoid any possible carryover between samples, the 

esophageal tube and Geishauser probe were washed with warm water, sanitized using a 

0.05% chlorhexidine solution (Freeman and Auer, 2012), and rinsed with nanopure water 

prior to reutilization. Reticulorumen fluid samples were filtered through four layers of 

cheesecloth. A subsample was used for pH recording using an electronic meter (S220, 

Mettler Toledo, Switzerland). The remaining fluid was stored at -80oC until VFA analysis. 

 Reticulorumen VFA (acetate, propionate, and butyrate) concentrations were 

determined via gas chromatography (Erwin et al., 1961).  Briefly, in a 2 mL 

microcentrifuge tube, 1 mL of reticulorumen fluid was mixed with 0.1 mL of a 50% 

solution of metaphosphoric acid and 0.1 mL of 2-ethyl butyrate (85mM). Samples were 
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then centrifuged at 39,000 x g, at 5 °C for 20 min. The supernatant fluid was transferred 

into 2mL autosampler vials and analyzed using a gas chromatograph in duplicates (Agilent 

Technologies, Inc., Santa Clara, CA). Following VFA analysis, total VFA concentration 

was calculated by summing the concentration of each individual VFA. Also, acetate to 

propionate ratio was calculated by dividing the obtained concentration of acetate by the 

propionate concentration. 

4.2.3 Calf Dissections 

 Starting on day 77 of the study, calves (86.2 ± 2.2 days old) were euthanized and 

dissected for reticulorumen anatomical development, pH, and VFA profile assessment. 

Calves were stunned using a captive bolt and exsanguinated after stunning. Following 

exsanguination, the digestive tract was assessed by performing an incision that ranged from 

the sternum to the anus. Prior to the digestive tract removal, the esophagus and rectum were 

closed using cable ties. The digestive tract was then removed and placed in a plastic tray. 

Following Steele et al. (2017), cable ties were placed on the reticulo-omasal and omaso-

abomasal orifices to allow separation between the reticulorumen and omasum and between 

the omasum and abomasum respectively. Reticulorumen, omasum, and abomasum were 

first weighed full. Then each compartment was emptied, rinsed with cold water, and 

weighed empty. Prior to emptying, reticulorumen fluid samples were taken for pH and 

VFA analysis using the previously described methodology. In addition, researchers 

recorded the weight of each animal’s liver, kidneys, and spleen. 

Following Lesmeister et al. (2004), a reticulorumen tissue sample (approximately 

5 cm2) was collected from the ventral sac for analysis of papillae length, width, and 

histomorphometric analysis. Tissue samples were thoroughly rinsed with phosphate 
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buffered saline and stored 50 ml tubes containing formalin for 48 h. After 48 h, the formalin 

was replaced with 70 % ethanol. Tissue samples were kept in a low-light environment at 

room temperature until further processing for microscopy. 

 To assess papillae length, width, and area, researchers dissected 20 individual 

papillae per calf and individual papillae images were captured using a stereo microscope 

(Leica EZ4W, Leica Microsystems, Milton Keynes, UK) at 8 x magnification following 

van Niekerk et al. (2021). Papillae length, width, and area were assessed utilizing an image 

analysis software (ImageJ, National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, MD). Papillae length 

was measured starting at the middle point perpendicular to the papillae base. Papillae width 

was measured at the median point of the papillae. Papillae area was calculated by outlining 

the whole papillae and the result was multiplied by two to obtain the two-sided surface area 

(van Niekerk et al., 2021).  

Reticulorumen tissue was prepared for light microscopy following Odongo et al. 

(2006) and Steele et al. (2011). Briefly, tissue samples were dehydrated, submerged in 

paraffin wax, sectioned in 4-µm-thick slices, and stained with hematoxylin and eosin 

(Steele et al., 2011). Five papillae per calf were randomly selected and individual papillae 

images were captured using a light microscope (AXIO Zoom. V16, ZEISS, Oberkochen, 

Germany) at 11.5 x magnification (2.3 x objective combined with 5 x zoom). The thickness 

of the epithelial layers was assessed at four randomly selected sites per papillae utilizing 

an image analysis software (ImageJ, National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, MD). 

Reticulorumen epithelial layers were defined according to Steele et al. (2011). Stratum 

spinosum and basale thickness were measured as one, defined as the cluster of cells 

between the lamina propria and the stratum granulosum. Stratum granulosum thickness 
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was defined as the layer of cells displaying long axis laying perpendicular to the stratum 

spinosum and basale. Lastly, stratum corneum was defined as the heavily stained layer 

composed of cell fragments (Steele et al., 2011). Researchers were blinded regarding the 

probiotic treatments throughout the whole papillae dissection and measurement process. 

4.2.4 Statistical Analysis 

Statistical analyses were performed using SAS (version 9.4; SAS Institute Inc., Cary, 

NC). Data were assessed for normality utilizing the UNIVARIATE procedure and 

probability distribution plots and no outliers were identified. We analyzed the 

reticulorumen pH and VFA concentration for the whole experimental period and by day.   

 The effects of the Megasphaera elsdenii capsule on reticulorumen pH and VFA 

concentration for the whole experimental period and by day were determined using a mixed 

linear model (PROC MIXED). The model included probiotic treatment, enrollment weight, 

enrollment age, enrollment brix, calf starter dry matter intake, antibiotic treatment, 

sampling day, and the interaction between treatment and day. Day was specified as a 

repeated measure and calf as subject, using a compound-symmetry structure. Study 

enrollment date was considered a random factor. Manual stepwise backward elimination 

retained predictors with a P < 0.30. Significant interactions of probiotic treatment and day 

were explored using the SLICE option of the LSMEANS statement of MIXED procedure 

for each day. Post-hoc comparisons between treatments throughout the study and at each 

day of interest were conducted utilizing the MULTTEST procedure and the P-values were 

adjusted using the stepdown Bonferroni method of Holm (1979).  

The effects of the Megasphaera elsdenii capsule on reticulorumen pH, reticulorumen 

VFA concentration, forestomach weights, visceral organ weights, and papillae 
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development (height, width, area, and epithelial layers) at dissection were determined using 

a mixed linear model (PROC MIXED). The model included probiotic treatment, 

enrollment weight, enrollment age, enrollment brix, and antibiotic treatment. Study 

enrollment date was considered a random factor. Post-hoc comparison between treatments 

were determined utilizing the PDIFF option in SAS and adjusted using the Bonferroni 

method (Holm, 1979). 

Calves that received extended antibiotic treatment for severe bovine respiratory 

disease (n = 2) were removed from all analyses. Significance was declared at P ≤ 0.05, and 

trends were defined as 0.05 < P ≤ 0.10. After data analysis was completed, authors were 

unblinded regarding the probiotic treatments to allow for data interpretation. 

4.3 RESULTS 

 Mean reticulorumen pH, total VFA, acetate concentration, propionate 

concentration, butyrate concentration, and acetate to propionate ratio and treatment 

differences over the whole experimental period are presented in Table 4.1. Briefly, 

probiotic treatment tended to reduce reticulorumen pH (F2,26 = 2.49; P = 0.10; Table 4.1), 

yet no differences between individual probiotic treatments were detected throughout the 

whole experimental period (Table 4.1). In addition, no probiotic treatment by day 

interaction was seen regarding reticulorumen pH (F12,97 = 0.61; P = 0.83). Probiotic 

treatment tended to affect total VFA (F2,25 = 2.96; P = 0.07; Table 4.1) over the whole 

experimental period as ME15+39 tended to have greater total VFA when compared to ME0 

(Table 4.1). No differences between ME15 and ME15+39 nor between ME15 and ME0 were 

seen regarding total VFA over the whole experimental period. In addition, no treatment by 
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day interactions was seen regarding total VFA (F8.98 = 0.83; P = 0.58). Probiotic treatment 

tended to affect acetate concentration throughout the experimental period (F2,25 = 2.75; P 

= 0.08; Table 4.1) as ME15+39 tended to have greater acetate concentrations compared to 

ME0 (Table 4.1). No differences between ME15+39 and ME15, nor between ME0 and ME15 

were seen (Table 4.1). No treatment by day interactions were seen regarding acetate 

concentrations (F8,98 = 0.99; P = 0.45). 

There was a probiotic treatment effect on propionate concentration over the whole 

experimental period (F2,24 = 3.88; P = 0.04; Table 4.1). During the whole experimental 

period, ME15+39 calves showed greater propionate concentrations compared to ME0 calves 

(Table 4.1). No differences between ME15+39 and ME15, or between ME0 and ME15 were 

seen (Table 4.1). No treatment by day interaction was seen regarding propionate 

concentrations (F8,98 = 0.68; P = 0.71). No effects of probiotic treatment (F2,26 = 1.06; P = 

0.36) or treatment by day interaction (F8,98 = 1.54; P = 0.15) were seen when evaluating 

reticulorumen butyrate concentrations during the whole experimental period. No probiotic 

treatment effect was seen on acetate to propionate ratio over the whole experimental period 

(F2,26 = 0.64; P = 0.54; Table 4.1). Furthermore, no treatment by day interaction was seen 

regarding acetate to propionate ratio (F8,98 = 1.26; P = 0.28). 

4.3.1 Calf Dissection 

Mean reticulorumen, omasum, abomasum, and visceral organ weights and treatment 

differences at dissection are presented in Table 4.2. Briefly, probiotic treatment tended to 

affect full reticulorumen weight (F2,23 = 3.11; P = 0.06; Table 4.2) as ME15+39 tended to 

have greater reticulorumen weight compared to ME0. No differences in full rumen weight 

between ME15+39 and ME15, or between ME0 and ME15 were seen (Table 4.2). Furthermore, 
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probiotic treatment affected empty reticulorumen weight (F2,23 = 4.93; P = 0.02; Table 4.2) 

as ME15 calves had greater empty reticulorumen weights than ME0 and ME15+39 calves 

(Table 4.2). No differences in empty reticulorumen weight were seen between ME15+39 and 

ME0 calves (Table 4.2). Probiotic treatment did not affect the full or empty weights of the 

omasum (F2,22 ≤ 1.06; P ≥ 0.36; Table 4.2) and abomasum (F2,23 ≤ 1.54; P ≥ 0.24; Table 

4.2). Furthermore, probiotic treatment affected liver weight (F2,23 = 4.71; P =0.02; Table 

4.2), as ME15 and ME15+39 had greater liver weights compared to ME0 (Table 4.2). No 

differences in liver weight were seen between ME15 and ME15+39 calves (Table 4.2). 

Probiotic treatment did not affect kidney (F2,23 = 0.74; P = 0.49; Table 4.2) or spleen (F2,23 

= 0.35; P = 0.71; Table 4.2) weights. 

Reticulorumen pH at dissection, reticulorumen VFA concentration at dissection, 

reticulorumen papillae and strata measurements are presented in Table 4.3. Briefly, 

probiotic treatment did not affect reticulorumen pH (F2,23 = 1.88; P = 0.18; Table 4.3) or 

total VFA concentration at dissection (F2,22 = 2.26; P = 0.13; Table 4.3). In addition, 

probiotic treatment did not affect acetate (F2,24 =0.94; P = 0.41; Table 4.3), propionate (F2,20 

= 0.95; P = 0.40; Table 4.3), butyrate (F2,20 = 0.86; P = 0.44; Table 4.3), or acetate to 

propionate ratio (F2,23 = 0.44; P = 0.65; Table 4.3) at dissection.  

Stereo and light microscopy of reticulorumen papillae for each Megasphaera elsdenii 

treatment is displayed in Figure 4.1. Briefly, probiotic treatment affected reticulorumen 

papillae length (F2,24 = 6.04; P = 0.01; Table 4.3) as ME15 calves had greater papillae length 

than ME0 and ME15+39 (Table 4.3). No differences in papillae length were observed 

between ME0 and ME15+39 (Table 4.3). Probiotic treatment also affected papillae width 

(F2,24 = 3.59; P = 0.04; Table 4.3) as ME15 calves tended to have greater papillae width 
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than ME0 and ME15+39 (Table 4.3). No differences in papillae width were observed between 

ME0 and ME15+39 (Table 4.3). Reticulorumen papillae area was also affected by probiotic 

treatment (F2,24 = 5.39; P = 0.01; Table 4.3) as ME15 calves had greater papillae area than 

ME0 calves and tended to have greater area than ME15+39 calves (Table 4.3). No differences 

in papillae area were observed between ME0 and ME15+39 calves (Table 4.3). Lastly, 

probiotic treatment did not affect the thickness of the strata spinosum and basale (F2,22 = 

0.39; P = 0.68; Table 4.3), granulosum (F2,22 = 0.49; P = 0.62; Table 4.3), or corneum (F2,23 

= 0.16; P = 0.86; Table 4.3).  

4.4 DISCUSSION 

In this study, we evaluated the effects of an oral probiotic capsule containing 

Megasphaera elsdenii on reticulorumen pH, VFA concentration, and anatomical 

development of dairy-beef crossbred calves. The results from this study indicate that there 

might be benefits to utilizing a Megasphaera elsdenii capsule in dairy-beef crossbred 

calves during the preweaning period, with increased reticulorumen and papillae size, as 

well as changing VFA concentration. This study builds upon previous work showing the 

possible benefits of oral interventions with Megasphaera elsdenii on Holstein cows 

(Mazon et al., 2020) and calves (Muya et al., 2015). Yet, the effects of oral interventions 

with Megasphaera elsdenii on reticulorumen pH, VFA, and anatomical development of 

dairy-beef crossbred calves have not been previously evaluated. 

We observed that probiotic treatment tended to affect reticulorumen pH throughout 

the whole experimental period, but we did not observe any individual differences between 

treatments. Previous research has shown that reticulorumen pH in calves seems to be lower 
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than in adult cattle, which agrees with the mean values obtained in the present study 

(Gentile et al., 2004, Yohe et al., 2015). When evaluating the long-term establishment of 

Megasphaera elsdenii in dairy calves, Yohe et al. (2018) did not report differences in 

reticulorumen pH between Holstein calves receiving a Megasphaera elsdenii drench versus 

control. However, when evaluating the effects of a Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic drench 

in mid-lactation dairy cows under a SARA challenge, Mazon et al. (2020) reported that 

cows receiving Megasphaera elsdenii had greater reticulorumen pH and less intense SARA 

when compared to control cows. In ruminants,  high starch diets have been shown to favor 

the production of VFA and lactate in the reticulorumen (Nafikov and Beitz, 2007). This 

can be attributed to the observed increases in amylolytic bacteria populations, especially 

the acid-tolerant and lactate-producing Streptococcus bovis (Russell, 2002, Wang et al., 

2015). Lactate is a stronger acid than VFA, thus lactate accumulation is associated rapid 

pH declines in the reticulorumen (Dijkstra et al., 2012). Lactate utilizing bacteria such as 

Megasphaera elsdenii play a vital role in reticulorumen pH maintenance as they are able 

to metabolize lactate into VFA that will be absorbed via the reticulorumen epithelium 

(Wang et al., 2015). In fact, Megasphaera elsdenii is highly successful competing for 

substrate, making it responsible for fermenting most of the lactate of dairy cattle under 

normal reticulorumen conditions (Counotte et al., 1981b). Still, the importance of 

Megasphaera elsdenii activity seems to be further accentuated under SARA conditions. In 

an in-vitro study, Chen et al. (2019) reported that Megasphaera elsdenii demonstrated 

populational growth and was able to utilize lactate at a faster rate than it was being 

produced under prolonged SARA conditions. 
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Low reticulorumen pH for prolonged periods of time has been associated with poor 

feed digestion (Cerrato-Sánchez et al., 2007) and epithelial health (Steele et al., 2011, Li 

et al., 2019). Yet, calves are especially susceptible to decreases in reticulorumen pH, during 

weaning as they transition from liquid to solid diets with elevated proportions of non-

fibrous carbohydrates (Beharka et al., 1998, Suarez-Mena et al., 2016, Gelsinger et al., 

2020). We hypothesized that calves receiving the Megasphaera elsdenii capsule would 

present greater reticulorumen pH compared to control. However, in the present study, 

probiotic administration tended to lower reticulorumen pH in supplemented calves. We 

hypothesize that these differences in reticulorumen pH might be associated with the greater 

solid feed DMI displayed by calves supplemented with the Megasphaera elsdenii capsule 

in the companion to this paper (Mazon et al., 2023). Furthermore, we believe that 

supplementation with Megasphaera elsdenii might have increased reticulorumen resilience 

to drastic drops in reticulorumen pH caused by the increased solid feed DMI, as similarly 

reported by Mazon et al. (2020) in dairy cows. Subacute ruminal acidosis pH thresholds 

are well defined in adult cattle (see review by Plaizier et al., 2008) yet, to our knowledge,  

no clear SARA thresholds have been defined for calves. Still, Meissner et al. (2017) 

reported that short exposure to reticulorumen pH and VFA concentrations similar to the 

ones observed in the present study were sufficient to damage tight junction proteins and 

disturb epithelial barrier function in sheep. Thus, future research should utilize indwelling 

reticulorumen pH measurements systems (Penner et al., 2009) to evaluate reticulorumen 

pH in calves and its relationship to nutritional interventions, such as providing 

Megasphaera elsdenii probiotics. 
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We observed that calves given two doses of the probiotic had greater reticulorumen 

propionate concentration throughout the experimental period compared to calves receiving 

either a placebo or single dose of the probiotic capsule. Furthermore, the calves receiving 

two capsules of the Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic tended to have greater total 

reticulorumen VFA concentration and greater reticulorumen concentrations of acetate over 

the whole experimental period compared to a placebo control.  The results obtained for 

reticulorumen VFA concentrations are within the range reported by recent studies 

evaluating Megasphaera elsdenii in dairy calves (Muya et al., 2015, Yohe et al., 2018). In 

contrast to the present study, Yohe et al. (2018) did not observe any differences in 

reticulorumen VFA concentrations between calves receiving a Megasphaera elsdenii 

drench and control when evaluating long-term establishment of Megasphaera elsdenii 

populations in dairy calves. Muya et al. (2015) also reported no differences in total 

reticulorumen VFA concentrations in dairy calves between control calves and calves 

receiving an oral dose of Megasphaera elsdenii at 14 days of age. However, the same 

authors reported that dairy calves receiving the Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic had greater 

reticulorumen butyrate concentrations compared to control calves, which was not observed 

in the present study. Neither Muya et al. (2015) nor Yohe et al. (2018) reported differences 

in reticulorumen propionate concentrations between dairy calves receiving a Megasphaera 

elsdenii oral probiotic and control calves. Greater reticulorumen propionate concentrations 

have been observed in dairy heifers fed high-grain postweaning diets (Rosadiuk et al., 

2021). As reported in the companion to this paper, no differences in solid feed DMI were 

observed between ME15 and ME15+39 calves (Mazon et al., 2023). Thus, no differences in 

VFA concentrations were expected between ME15 and ME15+39.  
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The production and absorption of VFAs provides the chemical stimulus needed for 

the development of the reticulorumen epithelium (Sander et al., 1959, Tamate et al., 1962, 

Diao et al., 2019). Still, the ability to stimulate reticulorumen development in calves differs 

between VFAs and is highly associated with the concentrations of butyrate, followed by 

acetate and propionate, respectively (Bergman, 1990). As reviewed by Khan et al. (2011b), 

diets containing greater proportions of non-fibrous carbohydrates favor the production of 

butyrate and propionate, whereas as the inclusion of forages promotes acetate production. 

Still, fermentation of diets containing elevated proportions of non-fibrous carbohydrates 

might result in VFA accumulation and lactate production  causing rapid pH declines in the 

reticulorumen (Laarman and Oba, 2011). However, Megasphaera elsdenii is known for 

utilizing reticulorumen lactate and producing propionate via the acrylate pathway  (Mackie 

and Gilchrist, 1979). Thus, we hypothesize that providing a second capsule of 

Megasphaera elsdenii before weaning might have caused shifts in the reticulorumen 

microbiome, favoring the production of acetate and propionate (Hino et al., 1994, Weimer 

and Moen, 2013, Arik et al., 2019). Hence, future research should investigate the effects of 

the number and timing of Megasphaera elsdenii capsule administration on reticulorumen 

microbiome and its association with reticulorumen VFA. 

In addition to VFA production and absorption, the physical presence of solid feed 

also plays a role in reticulorumen development has been associated with greater 

reticulorumen weight and capacity (Tamate et al., 1962, Khan et al., 2008, Khan et al., 

2011a). In the present study, probiotic treatment affected empty reticulorumen weight as 

ME15 calves had greater empty reticulorumen weights compared to ME0 calves and tended 

to have greater reticulorumen weights compared to ME15+39 calves. However, we did not 
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observe any effects of probiotic treatment on omasum or abomasum weights. We also 

observed that probiotic treatment tended to affect full reticulorumen weight. The 

forestomach weights observed in this study were within range for dairy calves dissected at 

similar ages (Khan et al., 2007b, 2008, 2011a). Solid feed intake is essential for 

reticulorumen growth and anatomical development in calves (Tamate et al., 1962, Baldwin 

et al., 2004, Khan et al., 2011b), thus it was expected that the greater solid feed DMI 

presented by calves receiving the Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic in the companion study 

(Mazon et al., 2023) would have greater reticulorumen sizes compared to placebo calves. 

Our findings concur with the results reported by Muya et al. (2015) where dairy calves 

receiving a Megasphaera elsdenii oral probiotic at 14 days of age had greater reticulorumen 

size compared to control calves when dissected at 42 days of age.  

Solid feed DMI and the production and absorption of VFA have an effect on 

reticulorumen development. However, greater solid feed DMI and VFA uptake might also 

affect visceral organs. For instance, in ruminants, the majority of the glucose necessary for 

maintenance, growth, and production is produced in the liver from propionate via 

gluconeogenesis (Nafikov and Beitz, 2007). Furthermore, tissue developing and growth-

promoting hormones, such as insulin-like growth factor-1 (IGF-1), are also produced in the 

liver (Bestetti et al., 1992, Cordano et al., 2000). Consequently, the liver has been classified 

as one of the main organs responsible for regulating metabolic pathways associated with 

nutrient utilization in cattle (Connor et al., 2010). 

In the present study, probiotic treatment affected liver size, as calves receiving 

Megasphaera elsdenii had heavier livers compared to placebo calves. Previous researchers 

have reported positive associations between solid feed intake and liver metabolism 
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(Baldwin et al., 2004) and size in cattle (Hamada et al., 1976). Furthermore, in human 

medicine, the metabolic load hypothesis states that increases in metabolic load via the 

portal vein are responsible for triggering an increase on hepatocyte proliferation rates 

(Michalopoulos, 2007, Hohmann et al., 2014). The companion to this paper reported that 

calves receiving the Megasphaera elsdenii capsule displayed greater solid feed DMI and 

average daily gain than control calves (Mazon et al., 2023). And, as previously mentioned, 

ruminants rely on hepatic gluconeogenesis from propionate to meet their glucose needs 

(Nafikov and Beitz, 2007).Thus, we hypothesize that the observed differences in liver size 

observed in the present study, might be associated with the increased solid feed DMI 

reported in the companion paper (Mazon et al., 2023) and the probiotic effect on 

reticulorumen propionate concentrations observed in the present study. To our knowledge, 

the present study is the first to look at liver size in dairy-beef crossbred calves 

supplemented with Megasphaera elsdenii. Yet, in a study with beef steers, DeClerck et al. 

(2020b) reported no effects of oral Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation in liver abscess 

scores at dissection. Future studies should investigate the effects of Megasphaera elsdenii 

probiotic intervention on the hepatic function during the rearing period and investigate the 

possible long-term effects of the probiotic on the presence and severity of liver abscesses. 

To our knowledge, the present study is the first to look at reticulorumen pH and VFA 

concentration at the point of dissection in dairy-beef crossbred calves supplemented with 

Megasphaera elsdenii. Yet, we did not observe any probiotic treatment effects on 

reticulorumen pH or VFA concentrations at dissection. We believe the elevated solid feed 

DMI presented by all treatments during the postweaning period reported in the companion 

to this paper (Mazon et al., 2023) might have contributed to the lack of differences between 
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treatments regarding reticulorumen pH and VFA concentration at dissection. Despite the 

lack of differences in reticulorumen pH and VFA concentration at dissection, probiotic 

treatment affected reticulorumen papillae size and area. We observed that ME15 calves had 

greater reticulorumen papillae length than ME0 and ME15+39 calves. Furthermore, ME15 

calves tended to have wider reticulorumen papillae compared to ME0 and ME15+39 calves. 

Our results agree with Muya et al. (2015) who reported that dairy calves receiving an oral 

dose of Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic at 14 days of age had wider reticulorumen papillae 

than control calves. However, the same authors did not report any effects of Megasphaera 

elsdenii administration on reticulorumen papillae length. Papillae dimension is considered 

one of the main factors for evaluating reticulorumen development in calves (Lesmeister et 

al., 2004, Diao et al., 2019). In addition, papillae dimensions and surface area could be 

associated with increased VFA absorption capacity in calves (Yohe et al., 2019a, 2019b). 

Furthermore, recent studies reported that greater papillae dimensions have been associated 

with increased VFA absorption and increased ketogenic activity, possibly reducing SARA 

time in calves (van Niekerk et al., 2021, Nishihara et al., 2023). Subacute reticulorumen 

acidosis in calves has been associated with poor performance (Gelsinger et al., 2020) and 

poor reticulorumen epithelial health (Li et al., 2019). Like reticulorumen size, 

reticulorumen papillae development in calves can be associated with solid feed intake 

(Baldwin et al., 2004, Khan et al., 2007b). The companion to this paper reported that ME15 

and ME15+39 calves had greater solid feed DMI than ME0 calves (Mazon et al., 2023), thus 

we expected that both ME15 and ME15+39 would present similar reticulorumen papillae size 

and area. However, that was not observed in the current study. We hypothesize that 

providing calves with a second capsule of Megasphaera elsdenii might have affected shifts 
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in the reticulorumen microbiome, affecting reticulorumen VFA production, and therefore, 

reticulorumen papillae development. Future research should further investigate the effects 

of multiple Megasphaera elsdenii administrations on reticulorumen microbiome, VFA and 

papillae development in calves. 

Although probiotic treatment affected the papillae length, width, and area in 

supplemented calves, it did not affect the papillae epithelial layer thickness between 

treatments. Li et al. (2019) reported that SARA affected pathways associated with cell 

division in calves, possibly affecting their reticulorumen epithelial health. Furthermore, 

Steele et al. (2011) reported reductions in the thickness of the stratum basale, spinosum, 

and granulosum, layers of the reticulorumen epithelium of mature dairy cows under a 

grain-induced SARA challenge. Therefore, we expected that calves receiving the 

Megasphaera elsdenii capsule would have more developed reticulorumen epithelium 

layers compared to control. Yet, differences in reticulorumen epithelium layers were not 

seen between treatments. Perhaps the age of the calves and time they were exclusively 

consuming solid feed in the present study might have not been enough to yield any visible 

differences in reticulorumen epithelium layers. For example, the results reported from Li 

et al. (2019) were from calves dissected at 17 weeks of age, whereas the calves enrolled in 

the present study were dissected approximately at 12 weeks of age. Still, it is important to 

highlight that reticulorumen epithelial health might be associated with the occurrence of 

liver abscesses. Damage to the reticulorumen epithelium has been associated with the 

incidence of liver abscesses, as they might allow microorganisms to enter the bloodstream 

(Nagaraja and Titgemeyer, 2007a, Elmhadi et al., 2022). Therefore, future research should 
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investigate the effects of early life Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation on long term 

reticulorumen epithelial health and liver abscess occurrence in cattle. 

Overall, we observed that early-life supplementation of Megasphaera elsdenii 

probiotics increased the performance (Mazon et al., 2023), VFA concentration, and 

reticulorumen development of dairy-beef crossbred calves. Reticulorumen pH in calves 

seems to be lower than in adult cattle (Gentile et al., 2004, Suarez-Mena et al., 2016, Yohe 

et al., 2018). Yet, calf performance, and reticulorumen development seem to be negatively 

affected by SARA (Li et al., 2019, Gelsinger et al., 2020). These severe decreases in 

reticulorumen pH seem to happen mainly during weaning as calves transition from liquid 

to solid diets (Beharka et al., 1998, Suarez-Mena et al., 2016, Gelsinger et al., 2020). Still, 

the presence of milk in the reticulorumen may lead to SARA events in early life (Lorenz, 

2009). As reviewed by Baldwin et al. (2004) and (Khan et al., 2016), inoculation and 

establishment of a healthy reticulorumen microbiome in conjunction with solid feed intake 

are fundamental for reticulorumen development in calves. In fact, previous researchers 

have suggested that probiotic supplementation in calves might aid the development of the 

reticulorumen microbiome, promoting reticulorumen development and helping calves 

transition from liquid to solid diets (Krehbiel et al., 2003, Diao et al., 2019). Our results 

demonstrate that early nutritional interventions with probiotics containing Megasphaera 

elsdenii seem to be beneficial for the growth and reticulorumen development of dairy-beef 

crossbred calves. Yet, it is still unclear whether providing calves with an additional 

Megasphaera elsdenii capsule around weaning might offer additional benefits regarding 

reticulorumen environment. Thus, future researchers should investigate how the timing of 

Megasphaera elsdenii administration affects reticulorumen microbiome. Lastly, there is an 
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opportunity to investigate the effects of early-life Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation 

on long-term performance, reticulorumen environment, and health in cattle. 

4.5 CONCLUSION 

The results from this study indicate that there might be benefits to utilizing a 

Megasphaera elsdenii capsule in dairy-beef crossbred calves. The Megasphaera elsdenii 

capsule tended to increase reticulorumen size and total VFA concentration. However, the 

number of capsule applications and its timing might be important factors to consider, as 

we observed differences in reticulorumen VFA concentration and papillae size and area 

between treatments receiving the Megasphaera elsdenii capsule. Future research should 

investigate the effects of the Megasphaera elsdenii capsule and time of application on the 

reticulorumen microbiome and VFA production in crossbred dairy calves. 
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Table 4.1 Least squares mean ±SEM of reticulorumen pH and VFA concentration for dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31) during the 
76-day experimental period. Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii: placebo (ME0), 
probiotic capsule on study day 15 (ME15), or probiotic capsule on days 15 and 39 (ME15+39) of the study. Reticulorumen fluid samples 
were collected via esophageal tubing on days 14, 35, 49, 58, and 70 of the experimental period. 

 

 Probiotic Treatment  P-value1 

Item ME0 ME15 ME15+39 SEM Treatment ME0 vs  

ME15 

ME0 vs  

ME15+39 

ME15 vs  

ME 15+39 

Reticulorumen pH 6.12 5.92 5.83 0.29 0.10 0.32 0.11 0.46 

Reticulorumen VFA         

Total VFA, mmol 86.77 102.23 106.43 21.74 0.07 0.17 0.08 0.60 

Acetate, mmol 51.78 62.96 64.90 16.00 0.08 0.16 0.10 0.73 

Propionate, mmol 25.55 28.23 30.68 3.53 0.04 0.34 0.03 0.34 

Butyrate, mmol 10.51 12.81 11.85 2.56 0.36 0.47 0.77 0.77 

Acetate to propionate ratio 2.33 2.47 2.29 0.32 0.54 0.87 0.87 0.85 
1 P-values were adjusted using the stepdown Bonferroni method of Holm (1979) 
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Table 4.2 Least squares mean ±SEM of foregut and visceral organ weights for dairy-beef crossbred calves at dissection (n = 31; 86.2 ± 
2.2 days old). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii: placebo (ME0), probiotic 
capsule on study day 15 (ME15), or probiotic capsule on days 15 and 39 (ME15+39) of the study. 

 

 Probiotic Treatment  P-value1,2 

Item ME0 ME15 ME15+39 SEM Treatment ME0 vs  

ME15 

ME0 vs  

ME15+39 

ME15 vs  

ME 15+39 

Reticulorumen 
   

    
 

Full, kg 11.10 13.53 14.46 1.42 0.06 0.22 0.07 0.54 

Full, % of BW 10.31 10.73 11.08 0.92 0.69 NS NS NS 

Empty, kg 2.75 3.55 3.00 0.23 0.02 0.01 0.32 0.08 

Empty, % of BW 2.38 2.65 2.28 0.17 < 0.01 0.01 0.25 < 0.01 

Omasum         

Full, kg 0.70 0.82 0.87 0.13 0.36 0.68 0.50 0.69 

Full, % of BW 0.62 0.58 0.66 0.08 0.64 NS NS NS 

Empty, kg 0.48 0.47 0.50 0.07 0.85 NS NS NS 

Empty, % of BW 0.46 0.39 0.39 0.06 0.22 0.35 0.35 0.92 
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Table 4.2 Continued 

 Probiotic Treatment  P-value1,2 

Item ME0 ME15 ME15+39 SEM Treatment ME0 vs  

ME15 

ME0 vs  

ME15+39 

ME15 vs  

ME 15+39 

Abomasum 
   

    
 

Full, kg 2.13 2.67 2.39 0.22 0.24 0.28 0.69 0.69 

Full, % of BW 1.89 2.04 1.81 0.16 0.57 NS NS 0.88 

Empty 0.67 0.72 0.84 0.09 0.29 0.63 0.40 0.58 

Empty, % of BW 0.65 0.61 0.63 0.07 0.85 NS NS NS 

Visceral organs         

Liver, kg 2.12 2.60 2.71 0.19 0.02 0.07 0.02 0.64 

Liver, % of BW 1.96 2.12 2.09 0.11 0.07 0.09 0.14 0.61 

Kidneys 0.47 0.51 0.52 0.03 0.49 0.77 0.75 0.79 

Kidneys, % of BW 0.43 0.41 0.40 0.01 0.12 0.30 0.14 0.59 

Spleen, kg 0.26 0.28 0.29 0.02 0.71 NS NS NS 

Spleen, % of BW 0.23 0.21 0.22 0.01 0.43 0.62 0.73 0.73 
1 P-values were adjusted using the stepdown Bonferroni method of Holm (1979) 
2 NS represents a Bonferroni-adjusted P-value ≥ 1.0 
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Table 4.3 Least squares mean ±SEM of reticulorumen pH, reticulorumen VFA concentration, papillae dimensions and strata 
measurements for dairy-beef crossbred calves at dissection (n = 31; 86.2 ± 2.2 days old). Calves assigned to one of three probiotic 
treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii: placebo (ME0), probiotic capsule on study day 15 (ME15), or probiotic capsule on days 15 
and 39 (ME15+39) of the study. 

 Probiotic Treatment  P-value1,2 

Item ME0 ME15 ME15+39 SEM Treatment ME0 vs  
ME15 

ME0 vs  
ME15+39 

ME15 vs  
ME 15+39 

Reticulorumen pH 4.94 5.04 5.05 0.10 0.18 0.31 0.25 0.86 
Reticulorumen VFA         

Total VFA, mmol 229.93 201.70 206.81 24.49 0.13 0.21 0.21 0.73 
Acetate, mmol 131.75 116.90 117.99 19.53 0.41 0.74 0.74 0.93 

Propionate, mmol 70.00 57.20 66.21 9.20 0.40 0.56 0.71 0.71 
Butyrate, mmol 27.49 28.85 23.74 3.89 0.44 0.74 0.69 0.69 

Acetate to propionate ratio 2.10 2.36 1.96 0.37 0.65 NS NS NS 
Reticulorumen papillae 

measurements 
        

Length, mm 2.51 3.59 2.74 0.36 0.01 0.01 0.47 0.02 
Width, mm 1.75 2.01 1.76 0.14 0.04 0.08 0.91 0.08 
Area, mm2 14.79 19.34 16.11 1.64 0.01 0.01 0.32 0.06 

Papillae Strata measurements         
Stratum spinosum and basale, µm 32.53 34.80 33.00 2.30 0.68 NS NS NS 

Stratum granulosum, µm 27.82 26.59 27.90 1.75 0.62 NS NS NS 
Stratum corneum, µm 15.86 15.65 14.86 1.66 0.86 NS NS NS 

1 P-values were adjusted using the stepdown Bonferroni method of Holm (1979) 
2 NS represents a Bonferroni-adjusted P-value ≥ 1.0 
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Figure 4.1 Representative of the mean stereo and light micrographs of reticulorumen 
papillae from dairy-beef crossbred calves at dissection (n = 31; 86.2 ± 2.2 days old) for 
each treatment. Calves assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing 
Megasphaera elsdenii: placebo (ME0; A and D), probiotic capsule on study day 15 (ME15; 
B and E), or probiotic capsule on days 15 and 39 (ME15+39; C and F) of the study. 
 

White bar, A, B, C = 1 mm.  

Black bar, D, E, F = 50 µm. 

 

Figure 4.1 A) 
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Figure 4.1 B) 
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Figure 4.1 C) 
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Figure 4.1 D) 
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Figure 4.1 E) 
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Figure 4.1 F) 
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CHAPTER 5. DISSERTATION GENERAL DISCUSSION 

The contents of this dissertation served to further our understanding of the viability 

of utilizing Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation as a SARA prevention tool in cows and 

calves. We were also able to develop and evaluate effective and applicable strategic 

nutritional interventions utilizing Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation for cows and 

calves under SARA risk. In the review of literature, we discussed the importance of 

maintaining a stable reticulorumen pH. We also discussed that SARA is associated with 

abrupt changes to diets containing elevated proportions of non-fibrous carbohydrates, 

which is common during the transition period in cows and during the weaning period in 

calves. In addition, we discussed that SARA might be difficult to be diagnosed on farm 

and that it has negative effects on animal behavior, health, and performance. Then, we 

discussed that SARA can be prevented by increasing dietary fiber content or by including 

buffers, antimicrobials, or probiotics to the diet. The adoption of Megasphaera elsdenii 

supplementation has not only shown potential to be an effective strategy to prevent SARA 

as well provides us with an alternative solution for antimicrobial usage. However, there is 

limited research on the effects and proper utilization strategies of Megasphaera elsdenii 

supplementation. Hence, the objectives of this dissertation were to develop intervention 

strategies with Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation that are practical and effective to 

prevent SARA therefore improving cow and calf welfare and performance. 

5.1 Summary of findings 

Chapter 2 of this dissertation aimed to evaluate the effects of two different 

Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation strategies on reticulorumen pH, milk yield, and 



 

144 
 

feeding behavior of dairy cows under a SARA challenge. To accomplish the objectives 

proposed in Chapter 2 we conducted two crossover trials with 8 mid-lactation cows 

enrolled in each. The difference between each trial was the administration time of 

Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation in relation to a SARA challenge. In Trial 1, we 

administered an oral drench containing Megasphaera elsdenii 4 days before the SARA 

challenge, whereas in Trial 2 the oral drench was delivered the day before the SARA 

challenge. In trial 1 cows receiving Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation via oral drench 

experienced shorter and less intense SARA and displayed greater DMI and milk yield 

compared to control. We did not observe any effects of the Megasphaera elsdenii 

supplementation in trial 2. These results showed that the timing of the probiotic 

administration in relation to a SARA challenge may be essential for its efficacy, opening 

the door for further investigation in the topic. 

We also developed two different strategic interventions with Megasphaera elsdenii 

supplementation for calves based on the results obtained in Chapter 2 and the limited 

literature on SARA prevention strategies for calves. The first strategy consisted in 

administering a probiotic capsule containing Megasphaera elsdenii to calves within the 

first weeks of life. The second probiotic intervention strategy consisted in administering a 

probiotic capsule containing Megasphaera elsdenii within the first weeks of life and then 

another capsule prior to the beginning of the weaning period. Then, we designed and 

conducted an experiment to evaluate these strategies.  

Thirty-one dairy-beef crossbred calves in a randomized block trial divided into two 

blocks. Upon enrollment, calves were assigned to one of three treatments: an autoclaved 

probiotic capsule as placebo, a single administration of the probiotic capsule containing 
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Megasphaera elsdenii on day 15, or probiotic capsule administration on days 15 and 39 of 

the trial. Calves were individually housed and had free access to water and calf starter 

throughout the experimental period. Calves received 7 L/d of milk replacer that were split 

into two equal meals until day 41. Starting on day 42, calves received 3.5L/d of milk 

replacer divided into two meals until they were weaned on day 56. Starting on day 77, 

calves were euthanized and dissected for reticulorumen development assessment, 

anatomical measurements, and tissue sampling. During the trial wall-mounted cameras 

recorded calf feeding behavior and reticulorumen fluid samples were collected for pH and 

VFA analysis. 

 Chapter 3 of this dissertation aimed to investigate the effects of the different 

Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation strategies on feed intake, performance, and 

feeding behavior patterns of dairy-beef crossbred calves. We observed that both groups 

that received Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation displayed greater solid feed intake, 

average daily gain, and spent more time drinking water during the weaning and 

postweaning periods compared to control. Although we did not observe any differences in 

animal performance or behavior between the two different Megasphaera elsdenii 

supplementation treatments, we were unsure if the timing of probiotic intervention affected 

the reticulorumen environment of the caves. 

Chapter 4 of this dissertation aimed to evaluate the effects of two different 

Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation strategies with an oral capsule on reticulorumen 

pH, VFA, and anatomical development of dairy beef-crossbred calves. We observed that 

control calves tended to have greater reticulorumen pH compared to calves receiving the 

Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic capsule. On the other hand, calves receiving the probiotic 
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capsule had greater reticulorumen propionate and displayed greater reticulorumen weight 

and papillae dimensions compared to control. 

5.2 Implications and Future Directions 

The results of these studies contribute to the current literature showing that SARA 

has negative impacts on cow and calf performance. More importantly, our results showed 

that we were able to develop and validate Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation strategies 

that was effective in preventing SARA as well as improved cow and calf performance 

without yielding any negative effects. 

One of the many SARA prevention strategies adopted in the field consists of adding 

antimicrobials to the diet to decrease the population of pathogenic or lactate producing 

bacteria in the reticulorumen (Plaizier et al., 2018). In fact, the use of dietary antimicrobials 

is a common practice in cow (de Moura et al., 2021) and calf (Kertz et al., 2017) 

management systems. However, the vast adoption of antimicrobials in dairy management 

systems can lead to microorganisms developing antimicrobial resistance, which is a risk 

both for animal and human health (Rousham et al., 2018, Garcia et al., 2019).   

The “One Health Approach” is a collaborative multidisciplinary effort to improve 

human, animal, and environmental health (Mackenzie and Jeggo, 2019). In fact, one of the 

key objectives of the “One Health Approach” is to halt the increases in antimicrobial 

resistant microorganisms, which can be achieved by increasing the efforts to develop 

alternatives to antimicrobial use such as vaccines, probiotics, and phytochemicals (Garcia 

et al., 2019). Therefore, it is important to highlight that the strategic Megasphaera elsdenii 
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supplementation to prevent SARA developed in this dissertation are an important step 

towards antimicrobial stewardship in dairy cattle production systems. 

Furthermore, there is an opportunity to utilize data from precision livestock 

monitoring technologies to develop new Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation strategies 

for cows and calves. In the dairy industry, a few common examples of precision livestock 

technologies are wearable accelerometers, indwelling reticulorumen boluses, cameras, 

robotic milking systems, and automated milk/calf starter feeding systems (Stygar et al., 

2021). These technologies are able to track and detect changes in animal performance and 

behavior helping producers make data-driven management decisions such as dietary 

changes, animal breeding, and disease treatment (Rojo-Gimeno et al., 2019). For example, 

Wagner et al. (2020) utilized data from an indwelling reticulorumen bolus and real-time 

locating system to develop a machine learning algorithm to detect dairy cows under SARA 

risk. In Chapter 2, we reported that providing cows with a probiotic containing 

Megasphaera elsdenii before inducing SARA resulted in decreased SARA time and 

intensity. Therefore, future research should investigate the efficacy of Megasphaera 

elsdenii supplementation based on SARA prediction algorithms from precision livestock 

monitoring technologies.  

Solid feed intake data from automated calf starter feeding systems can be used to 

identify animals with abnormal solid feed intake and make management decisions, such as 

adjusting weaning age (de Passillé and Rushen, 2012, Benetton et al., 2019). Furthermore, 

Neave et al. (2019) reported that solid feed intake data from automated calf starter feeding 

systems such age to first solid feed ingestion and total solid feed intake preweaning can be 

used to identify calves that might struggle during weaning. We reported that calves 
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receiving Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation displayed greater solid feed intake and 

reticulorumen development. Therefore, there is an opportunity to use data from automated 

feeding systems to detect calves with low solid feed intake and perform a strategic 

Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation to promote solid feed intake and alleviate stress 

during the weaning period. 

The development of an effective probiotic intervention requires knowledge of the 

disorder to be prevented as well as deep understanding of the microorganism to be utilized. 

The results of this dissertation showed that is possible to utilize Megasphaera elsdenii 

supplementation strategies to improve reticulorumen health and animal performance of 

cows and calves under SARA risk. However, there are still opportunities to investigate the 

economic viability of the strategies developed in this dissertation as well as their effects on 

the reticulorumen microbiome and long-term performance of cows and calves under SARA 

risk. Lastly, SARA is just one of the many disorders that cows and calves can experience 

throughout their productive cycle. Hence, there is an opportunity to utilize the concepts 

explored in this dissertation to develop and test new strategic nutritional intervention 

strategies to alleviate stress and improve overall health and welfare of cows and calves 

throughout their productive life. 

  



 

149 
 

REFERENCES 

Aikman, P., P. Henning, A. Jones, S. Potteron, J. Siviter, S. Carter, S. Hill, P. Kirton, and 
R. Szoka. 2008. Effect of administration of Megasphaera elsdenii NCIMB 41125 lactate 
utilising bacteria in early lactation on the production, health and rumen environment of 
highly productive dairy cows fed a high concentrate diet. KK Animal Nutrition Internal 
Report. 
Aikman, P. C., P. H. Henning, C. H. Horn, and J. A. K. 2009. Effect of using Megasphaera 
elsdenii NCIMB 41125 as a probiotic on feed intake and milk production in early lactation 
dairy cows. Pages 110–111 in Proc. XIth Int. Symp. Ruminant Physiology, Clermont-
Ferrand, France. Wageningen Academic Publishers, Wageningen, the Netherlands. 
Aikman, P. C., P. H. Henning, D. J. Humphries, and C. H. Horn. 2011. Rumen pH and 
fermentation characteristics in dairy cows supplemented with <em>Megasphaera 
elsdenii</em> NCIMB 41125 in early lactation. Journal of Dairy Science 94(6):2840-
2849. 
Alawneh, J. I., M. O. Barreto, R. J. Moore, M. Soust, H. Al-Harbi, A. S. James, D. 
Krishnan, and T. W. Olchowy. 2020. Systematic review of an intervention: the use of 
probiotics to improve health and productivity of calves. Preventive veterinary medicine 
183:105147. 
Allen, M., B. Bradford, and M. Oba. 2009. Board-invited review: The hepatic oxidation 
theory of the control of feed intake and its application to ruminants. Journal of animal 
science 87(10):3317-3334. 
Allen, M. S. 1996. Physical constraints on voluntary intake of forages by ruminants. 
Journal of animal science 74(12):3063-3075. 
Allen, M. S. 1997. Relationship Between Fermentation Acid Production in the Rumen and 
the Requirement for Physically Effective Fiber. Journal of Dairy Science 80(7):1447-1462. 
Allen, M. S. 2000. Effects of diet on short-term regulation of feed intake by lactating dairy 
cattle. J Dairy Sci 83(7):1598-1624. 
Amin, N., S. Schwarzkopf, A. Kinoshita, J. Tröscher-Mußotter, S. Dänicke, A. Camarinha-
Silva, K. Huber, J. Frahm, and J. Seifert. 2021. Evolution of rumen and oral microbiota in 
calves is influenced by age and time of weaning. Animal microbiome 3(1):1-15. 
Anadón, A., M. R. Martínez-Larrañaga, and M. A. Martínez. 2006. Probiotics for animal 
nutrition in the European Union. Regulation and safety assessment. Regulatory toxicology 
and pharmacology 45(1):91-95. 
AOACInternational. 2023. Official Methods of Analysis. 22 ed. 
Arik, H. D., N. Gulsen, A. Hayirli, and M. S. Alatas. 2019. Efficacy of Megasphaera 
elsdenii inoculation in subacute ruminal acidosis in cattle. Journal of animal physiology 
and animal nutrition 103(2):416-426. 
Arshad, M. A., F.-u. Hassan, M. S. Rehman, S. A. Huws, Y. Cheng, and A. U. Din. 2021. 
Gut microbiome colonization and development in neonatal ruminants: Strategies, 
prospects, and opportunities. Animal Nutrition 7(3):883-895. 
Bach, A., I. Guasch, G. Elcoso, J. Duclos, and H. Khelil-Arfa. 2018. Modulation of rumen 
pH by sodium bicarbonate and a blend of different sources of magnesium oxide in lactating 
dairy cows submitted to a concentrate challenge. Journal of Dairy Science 101(11):9777-
9788. 



 

150 
 

Bach, A., C. Iglesias, and M. Devant. 2007. Daily rumen pH pattern of loose-housed dairy 
cattle as affected by feeding pattern and live yeast supplementation. Animal Feed Science 
and Technology 136(1):146-153. 
Baldwin, R. L. and E. E. Connor. 2017. Rumen function and development. Veterinary 
Clinics: Food Animal Practice 33(3):427-439. 
Baldwin, R. L., K. R. McLeod, J. L. Klotz, and R. N. Heitmann. 2004. Rumen 
Development, Intestinal Growth and Hepatic Metabolism In The Pre- and Postweaning 
Ruminant. Journal of Dairy Science 87:E55-E65. 
Barreto, M. O., M. Soust, R. J. Moore, T. W. J. Olchowy, and J. I. Alawneh. 2021. 
Systematic review and meta-analysis of probiotic use on inflammatory biomarkers and 
disease prevention in cattle. Preventive Veterinary Medicine 194:105433. 
Bauman, D. E. and J. M. Griinari. 2003. Nutritional regulation of milk fat synthesis. Annual 
review of nutrition 23(1):203-227. 
Beauchemin, K. A., W. Z. Yang, and L. M. Rode. 2003. Effects of Particle Size of Alfalfa-
Based Dairy Cow Diets on Chewing Activity, Ruminal Fermentation, and Milk 
Production1. Journal of Dairy Science 86(2):630-643. 
Beharka, A., T. Nagaraja, J. Morrill, G. Kennedy, and R. Klemm. 1998. Effects of form of 
the diet on anatomical, microbial, and fermentative development of the rumen of neonatal 
calves. Journal of Dairy Science 81(7):1946-1955. 
Benetton, J. B., H. W. Neave, J. H. C. Costa, M. A. G. von Keyserlingk, and D. M. Weary. 
2019. Automatic weaning based on individual solid feed intake: Effects on behavior and 
performance of dairy calves. Journal of Dairy Science 102(6):5475-5491. 
Bergeron, R., A. Badnell-Waters, S. Lambton, and G. Mason. 2006. Stereotypic oral 
behaviour in captive ungulates: foraging, diet and gastrointestinal function. Stereotypic 
animal behaviour: Fundamentals and applications to welfare 2:19-41. 
Bergman, E. 1990. Energy contributions of volatile fatty acids from the gastrointestinal 
tract in various species. Physiological reviews 70(2):567-590. 
Bestetti, G., J. Blum, and G. Rossi. 1992. Immunohistochemistry of Hepatic IGF‐I in Calf, 
Pig, and Rat. Journal of Veterinary Medicine Series A 39(1‐10):747-751. 
Callaway, E. S. and S. A. Martin. 1997. Effects of a Saccharomyces cerevisiae Culture on 
Ruminal Bacteria that Utilize Lactate and Digest Cellulose. Journal of Dairy Science 
80(9):2035-2044. 
Callaway, T. R., T. S. Edrington, R. C. Anderson, R. B. Harvey, K. J. Genovese, C. N. 
Kennedy, D. W. Venn, and D. J. Nisbet. 2008. Probiotics, prebiotics and competitive 
exclusion for prophylaxis against bacterial disease. Animal Health Research Reviews 
9(2):217-225. 
Cangiano, L., T. Yohe, M. Steele, and D. Renaud. 2020. Invited Review: Strategic use of 
microbial-based probiotics and prebiotics in dairy calf rearing. Applied Animal Science 
36(5):630-651. 
Cantor, M., E. Casella, S. Silvestri, D. Renaud, and J. Costa. 2022. Using Machine 
Learning and Behavioral Patterns Observed by Automated Feeders and Accelerometers for 
the Early Indication of Clinical Bovine Respiratory Disease Status in Preweaned Dairy 
Calves. Front. Anim. Sci 3:852359. 
Carvalho, P. H. V. and T. L. Felix. 2020. Effects of cattle breed and corn processing on 
ruminal pH and volatile fatty acid concentrations, and apparent digestibility. Animal Feed 
Science and Technology 269:114659. 



 

151 
 

Castells, L., A. Bach, G. Araujo, C. Montoro, and M. Terré. 2012. Effect of different forage 
sources on performance and feeding behavior of Holstein calves. J Dairy Sci 95(1):286-
293. 
Cerrato-Sánchez, M., S. Calsamiglia, and A. Ferret. 2007. Effects of time at suboptimal 
pH on rumen fermentation in a dual-flow continuous culture system. Journal of Dairy 
Science 90(3):1486-1492. 
Chapinal, N., D. M. Veira, D. M. Weary, and M. A. G. von Keyserlingk. 2007. Technical 
Note: Validation of a System for Monitoring Individual Feeding and Drinking Behavior 
and Intake in Group-Housed Cattle. Journal of Dairy Science 90(12):5732-5736. 
Chen, L., Y. Shen, C. Wang, L. Ding, F. Zhao, M. Wang, J. Fu, and H. Wang. 2019. 
Megasphaera elsdenii lactate degradation pattern shifts in rumen acidosis models. Frontiers 
in microbiology 10:162. 
Coe, M. L., T. G. Nagaraja, Y. D. Sun, N. Wallace, E. G. Towne, K. E. Kemp, and J. P. 
Hutcheson. 1999. Effect of virginiamycin on ruminal fermentation in cattle during 
adaptation to a high concentrate diet and during an induced acidosis. Journal of Animal 
Science 77(8):2259-2268. 
Colman, E., W. Fokkink, M. Craninx, J. Newbold, B. De Baets, and V. Fievez. 2010. Effect 
of induction of subacute ruminal acidosis on milk fat profile and rumen parameters. Journal 
of dairy science 93(10):4759-4773. 
Connor, E. E., S. Kahl, T. H. Elsasser, J. S. Parker, R. W. Li, C. P. Van Tassell, R. L. 
Baldwin, and S. M. Barao. 2010. Enhanced mitochondrial complex gene function and 
reduced liver size may mediate improved feed efficiency of beef cattle during 
compensatory growth. Functional & Integrative Genomics 10(1):39-51. 
Coon, R., T. Duffield, and T. DeVries. 2019. Risk of subacute ruminal acidosis affects the 
feed sorting behavior and milk production of early lactation cows. Journal of dairy science 
102(1):652-659. 
Cordano, P., H. Hammon, C. Morel, A. Zurbriggen, and J. Blum. 2000. mRNA of insulin-
like growth factor (IGF) quantification and presence of IGF binding proteins, and receptors 
for growth hormone, IGF-I and insulin, determined by reverse transcribed polymerase 
chain reaction, in the liver of growing and mature male cattle. Domestic Animal 
Endocrinology 19(3):191-208. 
Costa-Roura, S., D. Villalba, J. Balcells, and G. De la Fuente. 2022. First Steps into 
Ruminal Microbiota Robustness. Animals. doi:10.3390/ani12182366. 
Costa, J. H., M. C. Cantor, N. A. Adderley, and H. W. Neave. 2019. Key animal welfare 
issues in commercially raised dairy calves: social environment, nutrition, and painful 
procedures. Canadian Journal of Animal Science 99(4):649-660. 
Counotte, G. H. M., R. A. Prins, R. H. A. M. Janssen, and M. J. A. De Bie. 1981a. Role of 
Megasphaera elsdenii in the fermentation of DL-[2-13C]lactate in the rumen of dairy cattle. 
Applied and Environmental Microbiology 42(4):649-655. 
Counotte, G. H. M., R. A. Prins, R. H. A. M. Janssen, and M. J. A. deBie. 1981b. Role of 
Megasphaera elsdenii in the Fermentation of dl-[2-13C]lactate in the Rumen of Dairy 
Cattle. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 42(4):649-655. 
Danscher, A. M., S. Li, P. H. Andersen, E. Khafipour, N. B. Kristensen, and J. C. Plaizier. 
2015. Indicators of induced subacute ruminal acidosis (SARA) in Danish Holstein cows. 
Acta Veterinaria Scandinavica 57:1-14. 



 

152 
 

de Moura, D. C., R. d. N. S. Torres, H. M. da Silva, A. B. Donadia, L. Menegazzo, M. L. 
M. Xavier, K. C. Alessi, S. R. Soares, C. P. Ghedini, and A. S. d. Oliveira. 2021. Meta-
analysis of the effects of ionophores supplementation on dairy cows performance and 
ruminal fermentation. Livestock Science 254:104729. 
de Passillé, A. M. and J. Rushen. 2012. Adjusting the weaning age of calves fed by 
automated feeders according to individual intakes of solid feed. Journal of Dairy Science 
95(9):5292-5298. 
DeClerck, J. C., N. R. Reeves, M. F. Miller, B. J. Johnson, G. A. Ducharme, and R. J. 
Rathmann. 2020a. Influence of dietary roughage level and Megasphaera elsdenii on feedlot 
performance and carcass composition of thin cull beef cows fed for a lean market. 
Translational Animal Science 4(1):159-169. 
DeClerck, J. C., Z. E. Wade, N. R. Reeves, M. F. Miller, B. J. Johnson, G. A. Ducharme, 
and R. J. Rathmann. 2020b. Influence of Megasphaera elsdenii and feeding strategies on 
feedlot performance, compositional growth, and carcass parameters of early weaned, beef 
calves. Translational Animal Science 4(2):863-875. 
Deusch, S., A. Camarinha-Silva, J. Conrad, U. Beifuss, M. Rodehutscord, and J. Seifert. 
2017. A Structural and Functional Elucidation of the Rumen Microbiome Influenced by 
Various Diets and Microenvironments. Frontiers in Microbiology 8. 
DeVries, T., K. Beauchemin, F. Dohme, and K. Schwartzkopf-Genswein. 2009. Repeated 
ruminal acidosis challenges in lactating dairy cows at high and low risk for developing 
acidosis: Feeding, ruminating, and lying behavior. Journal of Dairy Science 92(10):5067-
5078. 
DeVries, T., F. Dohme, and K. Beauchemin. 2008. Repeated ruminal acidosis challenges 
in lactating dairy cows at high and low risk for developing acidosis: Feed sorting. Journal 
of Dairy Science 91(10):3958-3967. 
DeVries, T. J., T. Schwaiger, K. A. Beauchemin, and G. B. Penner. 2014. The duration of 
time that beef cattle are fed a high-grain diet affects feed sorting behavior both before and 
after acute ruminal acidosis1,2. Journal of Animal Science 92(4):1728-1737. 
Diao, Q., R. Zhang, and T. Fu. 2019. Review of strategies to promote rumen development 
in calves. Animals 9(8):490. 
Dias, J., M. I. Marcondes, S. Motta de Souza, E. S. B. Cardoso da Mata, M. Fontes 
Noronha, R. Tassinari Resende, F. S. Machado, H. Cuquetto Mantovani, K. A. Dill-
McFarland, and G. Suen. 2018. Bacterial Community Dynamics across the Gastrointestinal 
Tracts of Dairy Calves during Preweaning Development. Appl Environ Microbiol 84(9). 
Dieho, K., J. Dijkstra, G. Klop, J. T. Schonewille, and A. Bannink. 2017. The effect of 
supplemental concentrate fed during the dry period on morphological and functional 
aspects of rumen adaptation in dairy cattle during the dry period and early lactation. Journal 
of Dairy Science 100(1):343-356. 
Dijkstra, J., J. Ellis, E. Kebreab, A. Strathe, S. López, J. France, and A. Bannink. 2012. 
Ruminal pH regulation and nutritional consequences of low pH. Animal Feed Science and 
Technology 172(1-2):22-33. 
Dill-McFarland, K. A., P. J. Weimer, J. D. Breaker, and G. Suen. 2019. Diet influences 
early microbiota development in dairy calves without long-term impacts on milk 
production. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 85(2):e02141-02118. 
Drouillard, J. 2004. Oral dosing of feedlot cattle with Megasphaera elsdenii: impact on 
adaptation to highconcentrate diets. Research Report: Project. 



 

153 
 

Du, Y., Y. Gao, M. Hu, J. Hou, L. Yang, X. Wang, W. Du, J. Liu, and Q. Xu. 2023. 
Colonization and development of the gut microbiome in calves. Journal of Animal Science 
and Biotechnology 14(1):46. 
Dunn, T., T. Ollivett, D. Renaud, K. Leslie, S. LeBlanc, T. Duffield, and D. Kelton. 2018. 
The effect of lung consolidation, as determined by ultrasonography, on first-lactation milk 
production in Holstein dairy calves. Journal of dairy science 101(6):5404-5410. 
Elmhadi, M. E., D. K. Ali, M. K. Khogali, and H. Wang. 2022. Subacute ruminal acidosis 
in dairy herds: Microbiological and nutritional causes, consequences, and prevention 
strategies. Animal Nutrition 10:148-155. 
Enemark, J. M. 2008. The monitoring, prevention and treatment of sub-acute ruminal 
acidosis (SARA): A review. The veterinary journal 176(1):32-43. 
Erwin, E., G. J. Marco, and E. Emery. 1961. Volatile fatty acid analyses of blood and rumen 
fluid by gas chromatography. Journal of dairy science 44:1768-1771. 
EuropeanCommision. 2007. Commission Regulation (EC) No 108/2007 of 5 February 
2007 amending Regulation (EC) No 1356/2004 as regards the conditions for authorisation 
of the feed additive Elancoban, belonging to the group of coccidiostats and other medicinal 
substances. T. C. o. t. E. Communities, ed, Official Journal of the European Union. 
FAS, U. 2023. Dairy and Products Semi-annual. Vol. 2023, 
https://apps.fas.usda.gov/newgainapi/api/Report/DownloadReportByFileName?fileName
=Dairy%20and%20Products%20Semi-annual_Warsaw_European%20Union_E42023-
0018.pdf. 
Freeman, D. E. and J. A. Auer. 2012. Chapter 9 - Instrument Preparation, Sterilization, and 
Antiseptics. Pages 98-111 in Equine Surgery (Fourth Edition). J. A. Auer and J. A. Stick, 
ed. W.B. Saunders, Saint Louis. 
Furman, O., L. Shenhav, G. Sasson, F. Kokou, H. Honig, S. Jacoby, T. Hertz, O. X. 
Cordero, E. Halperin, and I. Mizrahi. 2020. Stochasticity constrained by deterministic 
effects of diet and age drive rumen microbiome assembly dynamics. Nature 
communications 11(1):1904. 
Garcia, S. N., B. I. Osburn, and J. S. Cullor. 2019. A one health perspective on dairy 
production and dairy food safety. One Health 7:100086. 
Garnsworthy, P. C. and J. H. Topps. 2010. The effect of body condition of dairy cows at 
calving on their food intake and performance when given complete diets. Animal Science 
35(1):113-119. 
Garrett, E., M. Pereira, K. Nordlund, L. Armentano, W. Goodger, and G. Oetzel. 1999a. 
Diagnostic methods for the detection of subacute ruminal acidosis in dairy cows. Journal 
of dairy science 82(6):1170-1178. 
Garrett, E. F., K. V. Nordlund, W. J. Goodger, and G. R. Oetzel. 1997. A cross-sectional 
field study investigating the effect of periparturient dietary management on ruminal pH in 
early lactation dairy cows. J. Dairy Sci. 80(SUPPL. 1). 
Garrett, E. F., M. N. Pereira, K. V. Nordlund, L. E. Armentano, W. J. Goodger, and G. R. 
Oetzel. 1999b. Diagnostic Methods for the Detection of Subacute Ruminal Acidosis in 
Dairy Cows. Journal of Dairy Science 82(6):1170-1178. 
Geishauser, T. and A. Gitzel. 1996. A comparison of rumen fluid sampled by oro-ruminal 
probe versus rumen fistula. Small Ruminant Research 21(1):63-69. 

https://apps.fas.usda.gov/newgainapi/api/Report/DownloadReportByFileName?fileName=Dairy%20and%20Products%20Semi-annual_Warsaw_European%20Union_E42023-0018.pdf
https://apps.fas.usda.gov/newgainapi/api/Report/DownloadReportByFileName?fileName=Dairy%20and%20Products%20Semi-annual_Warsaw_European%20Union_E42023-0018.pdf
https://apps.fas.usda.gov/newgainapi/api/Report/DownloadReportByFileName?fileName=Dairy%20and%20Products%20Semi-annual_Warsaw_European%20Union_E42023-0018.pdf


 

154 
 

Gelsinger, S., W. Coblentz, G. Zanton, R. Ogden, and M. Akins. 2020. Physiological 
effects of starter-induced ruminal acidosis in calves before, during, and after weaning. 
Journal of Dairy Science 103(3):2762-2772. 
Genís, S., M. Verdú, J. Cucurull, and M. Devant. 2021. Complete feed versus concentrate 
and straw fed separately: Effect of feeding method on eating and sorting behavior, rumen 
acidosis, and digestibility in crossbred Angus bulls fed high-concentrate diets. Animal Feed 
Science and Technology 273:114820. 
Gentile, A., S. Sconza, I. Lorenz, G. Otranto, G. Rademacher, P. Famigli‐Bergamini, and 
W. Klee. 2004. D‐lactic acidosis in calves as a consequence of experimentally induced 
ruminal acidosis. Journal of Veterinary Medicine Series A 51(2):64-70. 
Golder, H., S. LeBlanc, T. Duffield, H. Rossow, R. Bogdanich, L. Hernandez, E. Block, J. 
Rehberger, A. Smith, and J. Thomson. 2023. Characterizing ruminal acidosis risk: A 
multiherd, multicountry study. Journal of Dairy Science 106(5):3155-3175. 
González, L. A., X. Manteca, S. Calsamiglia, K. S. Schwartzkopf-Genswein, and A. Ferret. 
2012. Ruminal acidosis in feedlot cattle: Interplay between feed ingredients, rumen 
function and feeding behavior (a review). Animal Feed Science and Technology 172(1):66-
79. 
Goto, H., A. Q. Qadis, Y.-H. Kim, K. Ikuta, T. Ichijo, and S. Sato. 2016. Effects of a 
bacterial probiotic on ruminal pH and volatile fatty acids during subacute ruminal acidosis 
(SARA) in cattle. Journal of Veterinary Medical Science 78(10):1595-1600. 
Gozho, G., D. Krause, and J. Plaizier. 2007. Ruminal lipopolysaccharide concentration and 
inflammatory response during grain-induced subacute ruminal acidosis in dairy cows. 
Journal of dairy science 90(2):856-866. 
Gozho, G. N., J. C. Plaizier, D. O. Krause, A. D. Kennedy, and K. M. Wittenberg. 2005. 
Subacute Ruminal Acidosis Induces Ruminal Lipopolysaccharide Endotoxin Release and 
Triggers an Inflammatory Response. Journal of Dairy Science 88(4):1399-1403. 
Grünberg, W. and P. D. Constable. 2008. Function and dysfunction of the ruminant 
forestomach. Pages 12-19 in Current veterinary therapy: food animal practice. Elsevier. 
Gruninger, R. J., G. O. Ribeiro, A. Cameron, and T. A. McAllister. 2019. Invited review: 
Application of meta-omics to understand the dynamic nature of the rumen microbiome and 
how it responds to diet in ruminants. animal 13(9):1843-1854. 
Guo, C., F. Kong, S. Li, X. Wang, X. Sun, W. Du, D. Dai, S. Wang, B. Xie, and X. Xu. 
2023. Effect of Alkaline Mineral Complex Buffer Supplementation on Milk Performance, 
Serum Variables, Rumen Fermentation and Rumen Microbiota of Transition Dairy Cows. 
Fermentation. doi:10.3390/fermentation9090792. 
Guzman, C. E., J. L. Wood, E. Egidi, A. C. White-Monsant, L. Semenec, S. V. Grommen, 
E. L. Hill-Yardin, B. De Groef, and A. E. Franks. 2020. A pioneer calf foetus microbiome. 
Scientific Reports 10(1):17712. 
Hall, M. B. 2009. Determination of starch, including maltooligosaccharides, in animal 
feeds: Comparison of methods and a method recommended for AOAC collaborative study. 
Journal of AOAC International 92(1):42-49. 
Hamada, T., S. Maeda, and K. Kameoka. 1976. Factors Influencing Growth of Rumen, 
Liver, and Other Organs in Kids Weaned from Milk Replacers to Solid Foods. Journal of 
Dairy Science 59(6):1110-1118. 
Hegarty, J. W., C. M. Guinane, R. P. Ross, C. Hill, and P. D. Cotter. 2016. Bacteriocin 
production: a relatively unharnessed probiotic trait? F1000Research 5. 



 

155 
 

Henderson, G., F. Cox, S. Ganesh, A. Jonker, W. Young, and P. H. Janssen. 2015. Rumen 
microbial community composition varies with diet and host, but a core microbiome is 
found across a wide geographical range. Scientific reports 5(1):14567. 
Henning, P., C. Horn, K.-J. Leeuw, H. Meissner, and F. Hagg. 2010a. Effect of ruminal 
administration of the lactate-utilizing strain Megasphaera elsdenii (Me) NCIMB 41125 on 
abrupt or gradual transition from forage to concentrate diets. Animal Feed Science and 
Technology 157(1-2):20-29. 
Henning, P. H., C. H. Horn, K. J. Leeuw, H. H. Meissner, and F. M. Hagg. 2010b. Effect 
of ruminal administration of the lactate-utilizing strain Megasphaera elsdenii (Me) NCIMB 
41125 on abrupt or gradual transition from forage to concentrate diets. Animal Feed 
Science and Technology 157(1):20-29. 
Hepola, H. P., L. T. Hänninen, S. M. Raussi, P. A. Pursiainen, A. M. Aarnikoivu, and H. 
S. Saloniemi. 2008. Effects of Providing Water from a Bucket or a Nipple on the 
Performance and Behavior of Calves Fed Ad Libitum Volumes of Acidified Milk Replacer. 
Journal of Dairy Science 91(4):1486-1496. 
Hickson, R., N. Lopez-Villalobos, P. Kenyon, and S. Morris. 2014. Breed effects and 
heterosis for productivity traits at first calving of Angus, Holstein Friesian, Jersey and 
crossbred beef cows. Animal Production Science 54(9):1381-1387. 
Hino, T., K. Shimada, and T. Maruyama. 1994. Substrate preference in a strain of 
Megasphaera elsdenii, a ruminal bacterium, and its implications in propionate production 
and growth competition. Applied and environmental microbiology 60(6):1827-1831. 
Hohmann, N., W. Weiwei, U. Dahmen, O. Dirsch, A. Deutsch, and A. Voss-Böhme. 2014. 
How does a single cell know when the liver has reached its correct size? PloS one 
9(4):e93207. 
Holm, S. 1979. A simple sequentially rejective multiple test procedure. Scandinavian 
journal of statistics:65-70. 
Horn, C. H., A. Kistner, B. J. Greyling, and A. H. I. Smith. Inventors. 2009. Megasphaera 
elsdenii and its uses. US Pat. No. 7,550,139 B2. Assignees: Agriculture Research Council, 
Pretoria, South Africa, and Yara Phosphates Oy, Helsinki, Finland. 
Horvath, K. and E. Miller-Cushon. 2017. The effect of milk-feeding method and hay 
provision on the development of feeding behavior and non-nutritive oral behavior of dairy 
calves. Journal of Dairy Science 100(5):3949-3957. 
Hötzel, M. J., C. Longo, L. F. Balcão, C. S. Cardoso, and J. H. C. Costa. 2014. A Survey 
of Management Practices That Influence Performance and Welfare of Dairy Calves Reared 
in Southern Brazil. PLOS ONE 9(12):e114995. 
Humer, E., R. M. Petri, J. R. Aschenbach, B. J. Bradford, G. B. Penner, M. Tafaj, K. H. 
Südekum, and Q. Zebeli. 2018. Invited review: Practical feeding management 
recommendations to mitigate the risk of subacute ruminal acidosis in dairy cattle. J Dairy 
Sci 101(2):872-888. 
Jami, E., A. Israel, A. Kotser, and I. Mizrahi. 2013. Exploring the bovine rumen bacterial 
community from birth to adulthood. The ISME journal 7(6):1069-1079. 
Jaramillo-López, E., M. F. Itza-Ortiz, G. Peraza-Mercado, and J. M. Carrera-Chávez. 2017. 
Ruminal acidosis: strategies for its control. Austral journal of veterinary sciences 
49(3):139-148. 



 

156 
 

Jensen, M. B. 2003. The effects of feeding method, milk allowance and social factors on 
milk feeding behaviour and cross-sucking in group housed dairy calves. Applied Animal 
Behaviour Science 80(3):191-206. 
Kaniyamattam, K. and A. De Vries. 2014. Agreement between milk fat, protein, and 
lactose observations collected from the Dairy Herd Improvement Association (DHIA) and 
a real-time milk analyzer. Journal of Dairy Science 97(5):2896-2908. 
Kennedy, K. M., M. J. Gerlach, T. Adam, M. M. Heimesaat, L. Rossi, M. G. Surette, D. 
M. Sloboda, and T. Braun. 2021. Fetal meconium does not have a detectable microbiota 
before birth. Nature Microbiology 6(7):865-873. 
Kertz, A. F., T. M. Hill, J. D. Quigley, 3rd, A. J. Heinrichs, J. G. Linn, and J. K. Drackley. 
2017. A 100-Year Review: Calf nutrition and management. J Dairy Sci 100(12):10151-
10172. 
Kertz, A. F., L. F. Reutzel, and J. H. Mahoney. 1984. Ad Libitum Water Intake by Neonatal 
Calves and Its Relationship to Calf Starter Intake, Weight Gain, Feces Score, and Season. 
Journal of Dairy Science 67(12):2964-2969. 
Keunen, J., J. Plaizier, I. Kyriazakis, T. Duffield, T. Widowski, M. Lindinger, and B. 
McBride. 2003. Effects of subacute ruminal acidosis on free-choice intake of sodium 
bicarbonate in lactating dairy cows. Journal of dairy science 86(3):954-957. 
Khafipour, E., S. Li, H. M. Tun, H. Derakhshani, S. Moossavi, and J. C. Plaizier. 2016. 
Effects of grain feeding on microbiota in the digestive tract of cattle. Animal Frontiers 
6(2):13-19. 
Khan, M., A. Bach, D. Weary, and M. Von Keyserlingk. 2016. Invited review: 
Transitioning from milk to solid feed in dairy heifers. Journal of dairy science 99(2):885-
902. 
Khan, M., H. Lee, W. Lee, H. Kim, S. Kim, K. Ki, J. Ha, H. Lee, and Y. Choi. 2007a. Pre-
and postweaning performance of Holstein female calves fed milk through step-down and 
conventional methods. Journal of dairy science 90(2):876-885. 
Khan, M. A., H. J. Lee, W. S. Lee, H. S. Kim, K. S. Ki, T. Y. Hur, G. H. Suh, S. J. Kang, 
and Y. J. Choi. 2007b. Structural Growth, Rumen Development, and Metabolic and 
Immune Responses of Holstein Male Calves Fed Milk Through Step-Down and 
Conventional Methods. Journal of Dairy Science 90(7):3376-3387. 
Khan, M. A., H. J. Lee, W. S. Lee, H. S. Kim, S. B. Kim, S. B. Park, K. S. Baek, J. K. Ha, 
and Y. J. Choi. 2008. Starch Source Evaluation in Calf Starter: II. Ruminal Parameters, 
Rumen Development, Nutrient Digestibilities, and Nitrogen Utilization in Holstein Calves. 
Journal of Dairy Science 91(3):1140-1149. 
Khan, M. A., D. M. Weary, and M. A. G. von Keyserlingk. 2011a. Hay intake improves 
performance and rumen development of calves fed higher quantities of milk. Journal of 
Dairy Science 94(7):3547-3553. 
Khan, M. A., D. M. Weary, and M. A. G. von Keyserlingk. 2011b. Invited review: Effects 
of milk ration on solid feed intake, weaning, and performance in dairy heifers. Journal of 
Dairy Science 94(3):1071-1081. 
Khorrami, B., R. Khiaosa-ard, and Q. Zebeli. 2021. Models to predict the risk of subacute 
ruminal acidosis in dairy cows based on dietary and cow factors: A meta-analysis. Journal 
of Dairy Science 104(7):7761-7780. 
Kim, M., M. Morrison, and Z. Yu. 2011. Status of the phylogenetic diversity census of 
ruminal microbiomes. FEMS Microbiology Ecology 76(1):49-63. 



 

157 
 

Kim, Y.-H., R. Nagata, N. Ohtani, T. Ichijo, K. Ikuta, and S. Sato. 2016. Effects of dietary 
forage and calf starter diet on ruminal pH and bacteria in Holstein calves during weaning 
transition. Frontiers in microbiology 7:1575. 
Kim, Y., R. Liu, J. Rychlik, and J. Russell. 2002. The enrichment of a ruminal bacterium 
(Megasphaera elsdenii YJ‐4) that produces the trans‐10, cis‐12 isomer of conjugated 
linoleic acid. Journal of Applied Microbiology 92(5):976-982. 
Kleen, J., G. Hooijer, J. Rehage, and J. Noordhuizen. 2003. Subacute ruminal acidosis 
(SARA): a review. Journal of Veterinary Medicine Series A 50(8):406-414. 
Kleen, J. L., L. Upgang, and J. Rehage. 2013. Prevalence and consequences of subacute 
ruminal acidosis in German dairy herds. Acta Vet Scand 55(1):48. 
Klevenhusen, F., P. Pourazad, S. U. Wetzels, M. Qumar, A. Khol-Parisini, and Q. Zebeli. 
2014. Technical note: Evaluation of a real-time wireless pH measurement system relative 
to intraruminal differences of digesta in dairy cattle1,2. Journal of Animal Science 
92(12):5635-5639. 
Klieve, A. V., D. Hennessy, D. Ouwerkerk, R. J. Forster, R. I. Mackie, and G. T. Attwood. 
2003. Establishing populations of Megasphaera elsdenii YE 34 and Butyrivibrio 
fibrisolvens YE 44 in the rumen of cattle fed high grain diets. Journal of Applied 
Microbiology 95(3):621-630. 
Krause, K., D. Dhuyvetter, and G. Oetzel. 2009. Effect of a low-moisture buffer block on 
ruminal pH in lactating dairy cattle induced with subacute ruminal acidosis. Journal of 
dairy science 92(1):352-364. 
Krause, K. M., D. K. Combs, and K. A. Beauchemin. 2002. Effects of Forage Particle Size 
and Grain Fermentability in Midlactation Cows. II. Ruminal pH and Chewing Activity. 
Journal of Dairy Science 85(8):1947-1957. 
Krause, K. M. and G. R. Oetzel. 2006a. Understanding and preventing subacute ruminal 
acidosis in dairy herds: A review. Animal feed science and technology 126(3-4):215-236. 
Krause, K. M. and G. R. Oetzel. 2006b. Understanding and preventing subacute ruminal 
acidosis in dairy herds: A review. Animal Feed Science and Technology 126(3):215-236. 
Krehbiel, C., S. Rust, G. Zhang, and S. Gilliland. 2003. Bacterial direct-fed microbials in 
ruminant diets: Performance response and mode of action. Journal of Animal Science 
81(14_suppl_2):E120-E132. 
Kristensen, N. B., J. Sehested, S. K. Jensen, and M. Vestergaard. 2007. Effect of Milk 
Allowance on Concentrate Intake, Ruminal Environment, and Ruminal Development in 
Milk-Fed Holstein Calves. Journal of Dairy Science 90(9):4346-4355. 
Laarman, A. H. and M. Oba. 2011. Short communication: Effect of calf starter on rumen 
pH of Holstein dairy calves at weaning. J Dairy Sci 94(11):5661-5664. 
Leedle, J. A. Z., R. C. Greening, and W. R. Smolenski. 1990. Ruminal bacterium for 
prevention of acute lactic acidosis. US Pat. No. 5,380,525. Assignee: The Upjohn Co., 
Kalamazoo,MI. 
Lesmeister, K. E., P. R. Tozer, and A. J. Heinrichs. 2004. Development and Analysis of a 
Rumen Tissue Sampling Procedure. Journal of Dairy Science 87(5):1336-1344. 
Li, W., S. Gelsinger, A. Edwards, C. Riehle, and D. Koch. 2019. Transcriptome analysis 
of rumen epithelium and meta-transcriptome analysis of rumen epimural microbial 
community in young calves with feed induced acidosis. Scientific Reports 9(1):4744. 
Lobo, R. R., J. A. Arce-Cordero, B. C. Agustinho, A. D. Ravelo, J. R. Vinyard, M. L. 
Johnson, H. F. Monteiro, E. Sarmikasoglou, L. F. W. Roesch, K. C. C. Jeong, and A. P. 



 

158 
 

Faciola. 2023. Can dietary magnesium sources and buffer change the ruminal microbiota 
composition and fermentation of lactating dairy cows? Journal of Animal Science 
101:skad211. 
Lorenz, I. 2009. d-Lactic acidosis in calves. The Veterinary Journal 179(2):197-203. 
Luan, S., K. Cowles, M. R. Murphy, and F. C. Cardoso. 2016. Effect of a grain challenge 
on ruminal, urine, and fecal pH, apparent total-tract starch digestibility, and milk 
composition of Holstein and Jersey cows. Journal of Dairy Science 99(3):2190-2200. 
Mackenzie, J. S. and M. Jeggo. 2019. The One Health Approach—Why Is It So Important? 
Tropical Medicine and Infectious Disease. doi:10.3390/tropicalmed4020088. 
Mackie, R. and F. M. Gilchrist. 1979. Changes in lactate-producing and lactate-utilizing 
bacteria in relation to pH in the rumen of sheep during stepwise adaptation to a high-
concentrate diet. Applied and environmental microbiology 38(3):422-430. 
Mackie, R. I., A. Sghir, and H. R. Gaskins. 1999. Developmental microbial ecology of the 
neonatal gastrointestinal tract. The American journal of clinical nutrition 69(5):1035s-
1045s. 
Malmuthuge, N., Y. Chen, G. Liang, and L. A. Goonewardene. 2015. Heat-treated 
colostrum feeding promotes beneficial bacteria colonization in the small intestine of 
neonatal calves. Journal of dairy science 98(11):8044-8053. 
Malmuthuge, N. and P. J. Griebel. 2018. Fetal environment and fetal intestine are sterile 
during the third trimester of pregnancy. Veterinary immunology and immunopathology 
204:59-64. 
Marden, J. P., C. Julien, V. Monteils, E. Auclair, R. Moncoulon, and C. Bayourthe. 2008. 
How does live yeast differ from sodium bicarbonate to stabilize ruminal pH in high-
yielding dairy cows? J Dairy Sci 91(9):3528-3535. 
Markowiak, P. and K. Śliżewska. 2017. Effects of Probiotics, Prebiotics, and Synbiotics 
on Human Health. Nutrients. doi:10.3390/nu9091021. 
Mason, G. J. and N. Latham. 2004. Can’t stop, won’t stop: is stereotypy a reliable animal 
welfare indicator? 
Maulfair, D. D., M. Fustini, and A. J. Heinrichs. 2011. Effect of varying total mixed ration 
particle size on rumen digesta and fecal particle size and digestibility in lactating dairy 
cows1. Journal of Dairy Science 94(7):3527-3536. 
Maulfair, D. D., K. K. McIntyre, and A. J. Heinrichs. 2013. Subacute ruminal acidosis and 
total mixed ration preference in lactating dairy cows1. Journal of Dairy Science 
96(10):6610-6620. 
Mazon, G., M. Campler, C. Holcomb, J. Bewley, and J. Costa. 2020. Effects of a 
Megasphaera elsdenii oral drench on reticulorumen pH dynamics in lactating dairy cows 
under subacute ruminal acidosis challenge. Animal Feed Science and Technology 
261:114404. 
Mazon, G., J. M. V. Pereira, K. Nishihara, M. A. Steele, and J. H. C. Costa. 2023. Effects 
of a Megasphaera elsdenii oral capsule on the development of dairy-beef crossbred calves. 
Part I: Performance and feeding behavior patterns. Journal of Dairy Science X:XXX. 
McGuirk, S. M. and S. F. Peek. 2014. Timely diagnosis of dairy calf respiratory disease 
using a standardized scoring system. Anim Health Res Rev 15(2):145-147. 
Meale, S. J., F. Chaucheyras-Durand, H. Berends, and M. A. Steele. 2017a. From pre-to 
postweaning: Transformation of the young calf's gastrointestinal tract. Journal of Dairy 
Science 100(7):5984-5995. 



 

159 
 

Meale, S. J., S. Li, P. Azevedo, H. Derakhshani, T. DeVries, J. Plaizier, M. Steele, and E. 
Khafipour. 2017b. Weaning age influences the severity of gastrointestinal microbiome 
shifts in dairy calves. Scientific reports 7(1):198. 
Medrano-Galarza, C., S. J. LeBlanc, T. J. DeVries, A. Jones-Bitton, J. Rushen, A. Marie 
de Passillé, and D. B. Haley. 2017. A survey of dairy calf management practices among 
farms using manual and automated milk feeding systems in Canada. Journal of Dairy 
Science 100(8):6872-6884. 
Meissner, H. H., P. H. Henning, K. J. Leeuw, F. M. Hagg, C. H. Horn, A. Kettunen, and J. 
H. A. Apajalahti. 2014. Efficacy and mode of action of selected non-ionophore antibiotics 
and direct-fed microbials in relation to Megasphaera elsdenii NCIMB 41125 during in vitro 
fermentation of an acidosis-causing substrate. Livestock Science 162:115-125. 
Meissner, S., F. Hagen, C. Deiner, D. Günzel, G. Greco, Z. Shen, and J. R. Aschenbach. 
2017. Key role of short-chain fatty acids in epithelial barrier failure during ruminal 
acidosis. Journal of Dairy Science 100(8):6662-6675. 
Mertens, D. 1997. Creating a system for meeting the fiber requirements of dairy cows. 
Journal of dairy science 80(7):1463-1481. 
Michalopoulos, G. K. 2007. Liver regeneration. Journal of cellular physiology 213(2):286-
300. 
Miller-Cushon, E. K. and T. J. DeVries. 2011. Technical note: Validation of methodology 
for characterization of feeding behavior in dairy calves. Journal of Dairy Science 
94(12):6103-6110. 
Mirzaei, M., H. Khanaki, M. Kazemi-Bonchenari, M. A. Khan, A. H. Khaltabadi-Farahani, 
M. Hossein-Yazdi, and M. H. Ghaffari. 2020. Effects of step-down weaning 
implementation time on growth performance and blood metabolites of dairy calves. J Dairy 
Sci 103(11):10099-10107. 
Monjezi, Y., M. Sari, M. Chaji, and A. Ferret. 2022. Effects of concentrate starch level and 
free-choice provision of straw on performance, feeding behaviour and feed sorting of 
fattening lambs. Applied Animal Behaviour Science 256:105773. 
Monteiro, H. F. and A. P. Faciola. 2020. Ruminal acidosis, bacterial changes, and 
lipopolysaccharides. Journal of animal science 98(8):skaa248. 
Montoro, C., E. K. Miller-Cushon, T. J. DeVries, and A. Bach. 2013. Effect of physical 
form of forage on performance, feeding behavior, and digestibility of Holstein calves. 
Journal of Dairy Science 96(2):1117-1124. 
Moraïs, S. and I. Mizrahi. 2019. The road not taken: the rumen microbiome, functional 
groups, and community states. Trends in Microbiology 27(6):538-549. 
More, S. J. 2020. European perspectives on efforts to reduce antimicrobial usage in food 
animal production. Irish Veterinary Journal 73(1):2. 
Morgavi, D. P., W. J. Kelly, P. H. Janssen, and G. T. Attwood. 2013. Rumen microbial 
(meta)genomics and its application to ruminant production. animal 7(s1):184-201. 
Mutsvangwa, T., J. Walton, J. Plaizier, T. Duffield, R. Bagg, P. Dick, G. Vessie, and B. 
McBride. 2002. Effects of a monensin controlled-release capsule or premix on attenuation 
of subacute ruminal acidosis in dairy cows. Journal of dairy science 85(12):3454-3461. 
Muya, M., F. Nherera, K. Miller, C. Aperce, P. Moshidi, and L. J. Erasmus. 2015. Effect 
of Megasphaera elsdenii NCIMB 41125 dosing on rumen development, volatile fatty acid 
production and blood β‐hydroxybutyrate in neonatal dairy calves. Journal of animal 
physiology and animal nutrition 99(5):913-918. 



 

160 
 

Muya, M. C., L. J. Erasmus, K. Miller, C. Aperce, F. V. Nherera, and P. M. Moshidi. 2017. 
Performance of Holstein calves having free access to milk and dosed with Megasphaera 
elsdenii. Scientia Agricola 74:189-194. 
Nafikov, R. A. and D. C. Beitz. 2007. Carbohydrate and lipid metabolism in farm animals. 
The Journal of nutrition 137(3):702-705. 
Nagaraja, T. and E. Titgemeyer. 2007a. Ruminal acidosis in beef cattle: the current 
microbiological and nutritional outlook. Journal of dairy science 90:E17-E38. 
Nagaraja, T. G. and E. C. Titgemeyer. 2007b. Ruminal Acidosis in Beef Cattle: The 
Current Microbiological and Nutritional Outlook1,2. Journal of Dairy Science 90:E17-
E38. 
Nagaraja, T. G. and E. C. Titgemeyer. 2007c. Ruminal Acidosis in Beef Cattle: The Current 
Microbiological and Nutritional Outlook1, 2. Journal of Dairy Science 90:E17-E38. 
NASEM. 2021. Nutrient requirements of dairy cattle. 
NASS, U. 2023. Milk Production. Vol. 2023, 
https://downloads.usda.library.cornell.edu/usda-
esmis/files/h989r321c/jh345531b/n8711359j/mkpr0223.pdf. 
Neave, H. W., J. H. C. Costa, J. B. Benetton, D. M. Weary, and M. A. G. von Keyserlingk. 
2019. Individual characteristics in early life relate to variability in weaning age, feeding 
behavior, and weight gain of dairy calves automatically weaned based on solid feed intake. 
Journal of Dairy Science 102(11):10250-10265. 
Newbold, C. J., G. de la Fuente, A. Belanche, E. Ramos-Morales, and N. R. McEwan. 
2015. The Role of Ciliate Protozoa in the Rumen. Front Microbiol 6:1313. 
Newbold, C. J. and E. Ramos-Morales. 2020. Review: Ruminal microbiome and microbial 
metabolome: effects of diet and ruminant host. animal 14(S1):s78-s86. 
Nielsen, P. P., M. B. Jensen, and L. Lidfors. 2008. Milk allowance and weaning method 
affect the use of a computer controlled milk feeder and the development of cross-sucking 
in dairy calves. Applied Animal Behaviour Science 109(2-4):223-237. 
Nishihara, K., J. van Niekerk, D. Innes, Z. He, A. Cánovas, L. L. Guan, and M. Steele. 
2023. Transcriptome profiling revealed that key rumen epithelium functions change in 
relation to short-chain fatty acids and rumen epithelium-attached microbiota during the 
weaning transition. Genomics 115(5):110664. 
Nocek, J. E. 1997. Bovine Acidosis: Implications on Laminitis. Journal of Dairy Science 
80(5):1005-1028. 
Nocek, J. E., W. P. Kautz, J. A. Z. Leedle, and J. G. Allman. 2002. Ruminal 
Supplementation of Direct-Fed Microbials on Diurnal pH Variation and In Situ Digestion 
in Dairy Cattle. Journal of Dairy Science 85(2):429-433. 
O'Hara, E., D. A. Kenny, E. McGovern, C. J. Byrne, M. S. McCabe, L. L. Guan, and S. M. 
Waters. 2020. Investigating temporal microbial dynamics in the rumen of beef calves 
raised on two farms during early life. FEMS Microbiology Ecology 96(2):fiz203. 
Oba, M. and K. Kammes-Main. 2023. Symposium review: Effects of carbohydrate 
digestion on feed intake and fuel supply. Journal of Dairy Science 106(3):2153-2160. 
Odongo, N., O. AlZahal, M. Lindinger, T. Duffield, E. Valdes, S. Terrell, and B. McBride. 
2006. Effects of mild heat stress and grain challenge on acid-base balance and rumen tissue 
histology in lambs. Journal of animal science 84(2):447-455. 
Ogunade, I., A. Pech-Cervantes, and H. Schweickart. 2019. Metatranscriptomic analysis 
of sub-acute ruminal acidosis in beef cattle. Animals 9(5):232. 

https://downloads.usda.library.cornell.edu/usda-esmis/files/h989r321c/jh345531b/n8711359j/mkpr0223.pdf
https://downloads.usda.library.cornell.edu/usda-esmis/files/h989r321c/jh345531b/n8711359j/mkpr0223.pdf


 

161 
 

Ospina, P. A., D. V. Nydam, T. Stokol, and T. R. Overton. 2010. Associations of elevated 
nonesterified fatty acids and beta-hydroxybutyrate concentrations with early lactation 
reproductive performance and milk production in transition dairy cattle in the northeastern 
United States. J Dairy Sci 93(4):1596-1603. 
Pacheco, R. D., J. M. Souza, C. T. Marino, J. P. S. Bastos, C. L. Martins, P. H. Rodrigues, 
M. D. Arrigoni, and D. D. Millen. 2023. Ruminal fermentation pattern of acidosis-induced 
cows fed either monensin or polyclonal antibodies preparation against several ruminal 
bacteria. Frontiers in Veterinary Science 10:1090107. 
Palmonari, A., D. Stevenson, D. Mertens, C. Cruywagen, and P. Weimer. 2010. pH 
dynamics and bacterial community composition in the rumen of lactating dairy cows. 
Journal of dairy science 93(1):279-287. 
Passos, L. T., A. F. Bettencourt, L. A. Ritt, M. E. A. Canozzi, and V. Fischer. 2023. 
Systematic review of the relationship between rumen acidosis and laminitis in cattle. 
Research in Veterinary Science. 
Paton, L. J., K. A. Beauchemin, D. M. Veira, and M. A. von Keyserlingk. 2006. Use of 
sodium bicarbonate, offered free choice or blended into the ration, to reduce the risk of 
ruminal acidosis in cattle. Canadian journal of animal science 86(3):429-437. 
Paz, H. A., C. L. Anderson, M. J. Muller, P. J. Kononoff, and S. C. Fernando. 2016. Rumen 
Bacterial Community Composition in Holstein and Jersey Cows Is Different under Same 
Dietary Condition and Is Not Affected by Sampling Method. Front Microbiol 7:1206. 
Penner, G. B., J. R. Aschenbach, G. Gäbel, and M. Oba. 2009. Technical note: Evaluation 
of a continuous ruminal pH measurement system for use in noncannulated small 
ruminants1. Journal of Animal Science 87(7):2363-2366. 
Plaizier, J., M. D. Mesgaran, H. Derakhshani, H. Golder, E. Khafipour, J. Kleen, I. Lean, 
J. Loor, G. Penner, and Q. Zebeli. 2018. Enhancing gastrointestinal health in dairy cows. 
Animal 12(s2):s399-s418. 
Plaizier, J., F. Mulligan, E. Neville, L. Guan, M. Steele, and G. Penner. 2022. Invited 
review: Effect of subacute ruminal acidosis on gut health of dairy cows. Journal of Dairy 
Science. 
Plaizier, J. C., D. O. Krause, G. N. Gozho, and B. W. McBride. 2008. Subacute ruminal 
acidosis in dairy cows: The physiological causes, incidence and consequences. The 
Veterinary Journal 176(1):21-31. 
Plaizier, J. C., S. Li, A. M. Danscher, H. Derakshani, P. H. Andersen, and E. Khafipour. 
2017a. Changes in microbiota in rumen digesta and feces due to a grain-based subacute 
ruminal acidosis (SARA) challenge. Microbial ecology 74:485-495. 
Plaizier, J. C., S. Li, H. M. Tun, and E. Khafipour. 2017b. Nutritional models of 
experimentally-induced subacute ruminal acidosis (SARA) differ in their impact on rumen 
and hindgut bacterial communities in dairy cows. Frontiers in Microbiology 7:2128. 
Proudfoot, K. L., D. M. Veira, D. M. Weary, and M. A. G. von Keyserlingk. 2009. 
Competition at the feed bunk changes the feeding, standing, and social behavior of 
transition dairy cows. Journal of Dairy Science 92(7):3116-3123. 
Pushpakumara, P., N. Gardner, C. Reynolds, D. Beever, and D. Wathes. 2003. 
Relationships between transition period diet, metabolic parameters and fertility in lactating 
dairy cows. Theriogenology 60(6):1165-1185. 



 

162 
 

Qadis, A. Q., S. Goya, K. Ikuta, M. Yatsu, A. Kimura, S. Nakanishi, and S. Sato. 2014. 
Effects of a bacteria-based probiotic on ruminal pH, volatile fatty acids and bacterial flora 
of Holstein calves. Journal of Veterinary Medical Science 76(6):877-885. 
Renaud, D. L., L. Buss, J. N. Wilms, and M. A. Steele. 2020. Technical note: Is fecal 
consistency scoring an accurate measure of fecal dry matter in dairy calves? J Dairy Sci 
103(11):10709-10714. 
Rey, M., F. Enjalbert, S. Combes, L. Cauquil, O. Bouchez, and V. Monteils. 2014. 
Establishment of ruminal bacterial community in dairy calves from birth to weaning is 
sequential. Journal of applied microbiology 116(2):245-257. 
Reynolds, C. K., B. Dürst, B. Lupoli, D. J. Humphries, and D. E. Beever. 2004. Visceral 
Tissue Mass and Rumen Volume in Dairy Cows During the Transition from Late Gestation 
to Early Lactation. Journal of Dairy Science 87(4):961-971. 
Rojo-Gimeno, C., V. Fievez, and E. Wauters. 2018. The economic value of information 
provided by milk biomarkers under different scenarios: case-study of an ex-ante analysis 
of fat-to-protein ratio and fatty acid profile to detect subacute ruminal acidosis in dairy 
cows. Livestock Science 211:30-41. 
Rojo-Gimeno, C., M. van der Voort, J. K. Niemi, L. Lauwers, A. R. Kristensen, and E. 
Wauters. 2019. Assessment of the value of information of precision livestock farming: A 
conceptual framework. NJAS - Wageningen Journal of Life Sciences 90-91:100311. 
Rosadiuk, J. P., T. C. Bruinjé, F. Moslemipur, A. J. Fischer-Tlustos, D. L. Renaud, D. J. 
Ambrose, and M. A. Steele. 2021. Differing planes of pre- and postweaning phase nutrition 
in Holstein heifers: I. Effects on feed intake, growth efficiency, and metabolic and 
development indicators. Journal of Dairy Science 104(1):1136-1152. 
Rosenberger, K., J. H. C. Costa, H. W. Neave, M. A. G. von Keyserlingk, and D. M. Weary. 
2017. The effect of milk allowance on behavior and weight gains in dairy calves. Journal 
of Dairy Science 100(1):504-512. 
Rotz, C. A., C. U. Coiner, and K. J. Soder. 2003. Automatic Milking Systems, Farm Size, 
and Milk Production. Journal of Dairy Science 86(12):4167-4177. 
Rousham, E. K., L. Unicomb, and M. A. Islam. 2018. Human, animal and environmental 
contributors to antibiotic resistance in low-resource settings: integrating behavioural, 
epidemiological and One Health approaches. Proceedings of the Royal Society B: 
Biological Sciences 285(1876):20180332. 
Russell, J. B. 2002. Rumen microbiology and its role in ruminant nutrition. Department of 
Microbiology, Cornell University. 
Russell, J. B. and D. Dombrowski. 1980. Effect of pH on the efficiency of growth by pure 
cultures of rumen bacteria in continuous culture. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 
39(3):604-610. 
Russell, J. B., R. E. Muck, and P. J. Weimer. 2009. Quantitative analysis of cellulose 
degradation and growth of cellulolytic bacteria in the rumen. FEMS Microbiology Ecology 
67(2):183-197. 
Rustomo, B., O. AlZahal, J. Cant, M. Fan, T. Duffield, N. Odongo, and B. McBride. 2006. 
Acidogenic value of feeds II. Effects of rumen acid load from feeds on dry matter intake, 
ruminal pH, fibre degradability and milk production in the lactating dairy cow. Canadian 
journal of animal science 86(1):119-127. 



 

163 
 

Salazar, L. F., L. A. Nero, M. E. Campos-Galvão, C. S. Cortinhas, T. S. Acedo, L. F. 
Tamassia, K. C. Busato, V. C. Morais, P. P. Rotta, and A. L. Silva. 2019. Effect of selected 
feed additives to improve growth and health of dairy calves. PloS one 14(5):e0216066. 
Salminen, S., M. C. Collado, A. Endo, C. Hill, S. Lebeer, E. M. Quigley, M. E. Sanders, 
R. Shamir, J. R. Swann, and H. Szajewska. 2021. The International Scientific Association 
of Probiotics and Prebiotics (ISAPP) consensus statement on the definition and scope of 
postbiotics. Nature Reviews Gastroenterology & Hepatology 18(9):649-667. 
Sander, E., R. Warner, H. Harrison, and J. Loosli. 1959. The stimulatory effect of sodium 
butyrate and sodium propionate on the development of rumen mucosa in the young calf. 
Journal of dairy science 42(9):1600-1605. 
Seshadri, R., S. C. Leahy, G. T. Attwood, K. H. Teh, S. C. Lambie, A. L. Cookson, E. A. 
Eloe-Fadrosh, G. A. Pavlopoulos, M. Hadjithomas, and N. J. Varghese. 2018. Cultivation 
and sequencing of rumen microbiome members from the Hungate1000 Collection. Nature 
biotechnology 36(4):359-367. 
Smith, R. H., L. Glendinning, A. W. Walker, and M. Watson. 2022. Investigating the 
impact of database choice on the accuracy of metagenomic read classification for the rumen 
microbiome. Animal Microbiome 4(1):57. 
Snyder, E. and B. Credille. 2017. Diagnosis and treatment of clinical rumen acidosis. 
Veterinary Clinics: Food Animal Practice 33(3):451-461. 
Souza, J. G., C. V. D. M. Ribeiro, and K. J. Harvatine. 2022. Meta-analysis of rumination 
behavior and its relationship with milk and milk fat production, rumen pH, and total-tract 
digestibility in lactating dairy cows. Journal of Dairy Science 105(1):188-200. 
Srivastava, R., P. Singh, S. Tiwari, and D. Kumar. 2021. Sub-acute ruminal acidosis: 
Understanding the pathophysiology and management with exogenous buffers. Journal of 
Entomology and Zoology Studies 9(2):593-599. 
Staněk, S., V. Zink, O. Doležal, and L. Štolc. 2014. Survey of preweaning dairy calf-
rearing practices in Czech dairy herds. J Dairy Sci 97(6):3973-3981. 
Steele, M. A., J. Croom, M. Kahler, O. AlZahal, S. E. Hook, K. Plaizier, and B. W. 
McBride. 2011. Bovine rumen epithelium undergoes rapid structural adaptations during 
grain-induced subacute ruminal acidosis. American Journal of Physiology-Regulatory, 
Integrative and Comparative Physiology 300(6):R1515-R1523. 
Steele, M. A., J. H. Doelman, L. N. Leal, F. Soberon, M. Carson, and J. A. Metcalf. 2017. 
Abrupt weaning reduces postweaning growth and is associated with alterations in 
gastrointestinal markers of development in dairy calves fed an elevated plane of nutrition 
during the preweaning period. Journal of Dairy Science 100(7):5390-5399. 
Steele, M. A., C. Schiestel, O. AlZahal, L. Dionissopoulos, A. H. Laarman, J. C. Matthews, 
and B. W. McBride. 2015. The periparturient period is associated with structural and 
transcriptomic adaptations of rumen papillae in dairy cattle. J Dairy Sci 98(4):2583-2595. 
Stevens, K. D., M. L. Eastridge, K. M. Daniels, S. K. Finney, S. N. LeShure, and J. L. 
Firkins. 2017. Effect of oral administration of Megasphaera elsdenii on performance of 
Holstein cows during early lactation. The Professional Animal Scientist 33(1):120-126. 
Stygar, A. H., Y. Gómez, G. V. Berteselli, E. Dalla Costa, E. Canali, J. K. Niemi, P. Llonch, 
and M. Pastell. 2021. A Systematic Review on Commercially Available and Validated 
Sensor Technologies for Welfare Assessment of Dairy Cattle. Front Vet Sci 8:634338. 



 

164 
 

Suarez-Mena, F., A. Heinrichs, C. Jones, T. Hill, and J. Quigley. 2016. Straw particle size 
in calf starters: Effects on digestive system development and rumen fermentation. Journal 
of dairy science 99(1):341-353. 
Suárez, B., C. Van Reenen, G. Beldman, J. Van Delen, J. Dijkstra, and W. Gerrits. 2006a. 
Effects of supplementing concentrates differing in carbohydrate composition in veal calf 
diets: I. Animal performance and rumen fermentation characteristics. Journal of dairy 
science 89(11):4365-4375. 
Suárez, B., C. Van Reenen, W. Gerrits, N. Stockhofe, A. Van Vuuren, and J. Dijkstra. 
2006b. Effects of supplementing concentrates differing in carbohydrate composition in 
veal calf diets: II. Rumen development. Journal of Dairy Science 89(11):4376-4386. 
Sung, H. G., Y. Kobayashi, J. Chang, A. Ha, I. H. Hwang, and J. Ha. 2006. Low ruminal 
pH reduces dietary fiber digestion via reduced microbial attachment. Asian-Australas J 
Anim Sci 20(2):200-207. 
Susanto, I., K. G. Wiryawan, S. Suharti, Y. Retnani, R. Zahera, and A. Jayanegara. 2023. 
Evaluation of Megasphaera elsdenii supplementation on rumen fermentation, production 
performance, carcass traits and health of ruminants: a meta-analysis. Animal Bioscience 
36(6):879. 
Sweeney, B. C., J. Rushen, D. M. Weary, and A. M. de Passillé. 2010. Duration of weaning, 
starter intake, and weight gain of dairy calves fed large amounts of milk. Journal of Dairy 
Science 93(1):148-152. 
Tamate, H., A. McGilliard, N. Jacobson, and R. Getty. 1962. Effect of various dietaries on 
the anatomical development of the stomach in the calf. Journal of dairy science 45(3):408-
420. 
Terré, M., L. Castells, F. Fàbregas, and A. Bach. 2013a. Short communication: Comparison 
of pH, volatile fatty acids, and microbiome of rumen samples from preweaned calves 
obtained via cannula or stomach tube. J Dairy Sci 96(8):5290-5294. 
Terré, M., G. Maynou, A. Bach, and M. Gauthier. 2015. Effect of Saccharomyces 
cerevisiae CNCM I-1077 supplementation on performance and rumen microbiota of dairy 
calves. The Professional Animal Scientist 31(2):153-158. 
Terré, M., E. Pedrals, A. Dalmau, and A. Bach. 2013b. What do preweaned and weaned 
calves need in the diet: A high fiber content or a forage source? Journal of Dairy Science 
96(8):5217-5225. 
Thomas, T. J., D. M. Weary, and M. C. Appleby. 2001. Newborn and 5-week-old calves 
vocalize in response to milk deprivation. Applied Animal Behaviour Science 74(3):165-
173. 
Urie, N. J., J. E. Lombard, C. B. Shivley, A. E. Adams, C. A. Kopral, and M. Santin. 2018. 
Preweaned heifer management on US dairy operations: Part III. Factors associated with 
Cryptosporidium and Giardia in preweaned dairy heifer calves. J Dairy Sci 101(10):9199-
9213. 
van Niekerk, J. K., M. Middeldorp, L. L. Guan, and M. A. Steele. 2021. Preweaning to 
postweaning rumen papillae structural growth, ruminal fermentation characteristics, and 
acute-phase proteins in calves. Journal of Dairy Science 104(3):3632-3645. 
Van Soest, P. v., J. B. Robertson, and B. A. Lewis. 1991. Methods for dietary fiber, neutral 
detergent fiber, and nonstarch polysaccharides in relation to animal nutrition. Journal of 
dairy science 74(10):3583-3597. 



 

165 
 

Wagner, N., V. Antoine, M.-M. Mialon, R. Lardy, M. Silberberg, J. Koko, and I. Veissier. 
2020. Machine learning to detect behavioural anomalies in dairy cows under subacute 
ruminal acidosis. Computers and Electronics in Agriculture 170:105233. 
Wallace, R., G. Sasson, P. Garnsworthy, I. Tapio, E. Gregson, P. Bani, P. Huhtanen, A. 
Bayat, F. Strozzi, and F. Biscarini. 2019. A heritable subset of the core rumen microbiome 
dictates dairy cow productivity and emissions. Sci Adv 5: eaav8391. 
Wang, H., X. Pan, C. Wang, M. Wang, and L. Yu. 2015. Effects of different dietary 
concentrate to forage ratio and thiamine supplementation on the rumen fermentation and 
ruminal bacterial community in dairy cows. Animal Production Science 55(2):189-193. 
Wang, L., G. Zhang, Y. Li, and Y. Zhang. 2020. Effects of high forage/concentrate diet on 
volatile fatty acid production and the microorganisms involved in VFA production in cow 
rumen. Animals 10(2):223. 
Watanabe, Y., Y.-H. Kim, S. Kushibiki, K. Ikuta, T. Ichijo, and S. Sato. 2019. Effects of 
active dried Saccharomyces cerevisiae on ruminal fermentation and bacterial community 
during the short-term ruminal acidosis challenge model in Holstein calves. Journal of Dairy 
Science 102(7):6518-6531. 
Weimer, P. and G. Moen. 2013. Quantitative analysis of growth and volatile fatty acid 
production by the anaerobic ruminal bacterium Megasphaera elsdenii T81. Applied 
microbiology and biotechnology 97(9):4075-4081. 
Weimer, P. J. 2015. Redundancy, resilience, and host specificity of the ruminal microbiota: 
implications for engineering improved ruminal fermentations. Frontiers in Microbiology 
6. 
Weimer, P. J., L. Da Silva Cabral, and F. Cacite. 2015. Effects of ruminal dosing of 
Holstein cows with Megasphaera elsdeniion milk fat production, ruminal chemistry, and 
bacterial strain persistence. Journal of Dairy Science 98(11):8078-8092. 
Weimer, P. J., D. M. Stevenson, H. C. Mantovani, and S. L. C. Man. 2010. Host specificity 
of the ruminal bacterial community in the dairy cow following near-total exchange of 
ruminal contents1. Journal of Dairy Science 93(12):5902-5912. 
Weimer, P. J., D. M. Stevenson, D. R. Mertens, and E. E. Thomas. 2008. Effect of 
monensin feeding and withdrawal on populations of individual bacterial species in the 
rumen of lactating dairy cows fed high-starch rations. Applied Microbiology and 
Biotechnology 80(1):135-145. 
Westman, W. E. 1978. Measuring the inertia and resilience of ecosystems. BioScience 
28(11):705-710. 
Wetzels, S. U., E. Mann, P. Pourazad, M. Qumar, B. Pinior, B. U. Metzler-Zebeli, M. 
Wagner, S. Schmitz-Esser, and Q. Zebeli. 2017. Epimural bacterial community structure 
in the rumen of Holstein cows with different responses to a long-term subacute ruminal 
acidosis diet challenge. Journal of Dairy Science 100(3):1829-1844. 
Yáñez-Ruiz, D. R., L. Abecia, and C. J. Newbold. 2015. Manipulating rumen microbiome 
and fermentation through interventions during early life: a review. Frontiers in 
Microbiology 6. 
Yang, W. and K. Beauchemin. 2006. Physically effective fiber: method of determination 
and effects on chewing, ruminal acidosis, and digestion by dairy cows. Journal of dairy 
science 89(7):2618-2633. 



 

166 
 

Yang, W. Z., K. A. Beauchemin, and L. M. Rode. 2001. Effects of Grain Processing, 
Forage to Concentrate Ratio, and Forage Particle Size on Rumen pH and Digestion by 
Dairy Cows1. Journal of Dairy Science 84(10):2203-2216. 
Yoder, P. S., N. R. St-Pierre, K. M. Daniels, K. M. O’Diam, and W. P. Weiss. 2013. Effects 
of short-term variation in forage quality and forage to concentrate ratio on lactating dairy 
cows. Journal of Dairy Science 96(10):6596-6609. 
Yohe, T., B. Enger, L. Wang, H. Tucker, C. Ceh, C. Parsons, Z. Yu, and K. Daniels. 2018. 
Does early-life administration of a Megasphaera elsdenii probiotic affect long-term 
establishment of the organism in the rumen and alter rumen metabolism in the dairy calf? 
Journal of dairy science 101(2):1747-1751. 
Yohe, T., K. O’Diam, and K. M. Daniels. 2015. Growth, ruminal measurements, and health 
characteristics of Holstein bull calves fed an Aspergillus oryzae fermentation extract. 
Journal of Dairy Science 98(9):6163-6175. 
Yohe, T., H. Schramm, C. Parsons, H. Tucker, B. Enger, N. Hardy, and K. Daniels. 2019a. 
Form of calf diet and the rumen. I: Impact on growth and development. Journal of dairy 
science 102(9):8486-8501. 
Yohe, T., H. Schramm, R. White, M. Hanigan, C. Parsons, H. Tucker, B. Enger, N. Hardy, 
and K. Daniels. 2019b. Form of calf diet and the rumen. II: Impact on volatile fatty acid 
absorption. Journal of Dairy Science 102(9):8502-8512. 
Yoon, I. K. and M. D. Stern. 1996. Effects of Saccharomyces cerevisiae and Aspergillus 
oryzae Cultures on Ruminal Fermentation in Dairy Cows1. Journal of Dairy Science 
79(3):411-417. 
Zebeli, Q., J. R. Aschenbach, M. Tafaj, J. Boguhn, B. N. Ametaj, and W. Drochner. 2012. 
Invited review: Role of physically effective fiber and estimation of dietary fiber adequacy 
in high-producing dairy cattle. Journal of Dairy Science 95(3):1041-1056. 
Zhang, J., H. Shi, Y. Wang, S. Li, Z. Cao, S. Ji, Y. He, and H. Zhang. 2017. Effect of 
dietary forage to concentrate ratios on dynamic profile changes and interactions of ruminal 
microbiota and metabolites in Holstein heifers. Frontiers in microbiology 8:2206. 
Zhang, T., Y. Mu, R. Zhang, Y. Xue, C. Guo, W. Qi, J. Zhang, and S. Mao. 2022. 
Responsive changes of rumen microbiome and metabolome in dairy cows with different 
susceptibility to subacute ruminal acidosis. Animal Nutrition 8:331-340. 
Zhao, C., G. Liu, X. Li, Y. Guan, Y. Wang, X. Yuan, G. Sun, Z. Wang, and X. Li. 2018. 
Inflammatory mechanism of Rumenitis in dairy cows with subacute ruminal acidosis. 
BMC Veterinary Research 14(1):135. 
Zhou, M., Y. Chen, and L. Guan. 2015. Rumen bacteria. Rumen microbiology: from 
evolution to revolution:79-95. 

 

  



 

167 
 

 VITA 

1. EDUCATION  

  

 
2019   M.Sc. in Animal Sciences 

Focus: Dairy Cattle Nutrition, Behavior, and Health 
University of Kentucky, Lexington, Kentucky, United States 
Thesis: Effects of yeast-derived microbial protein on transition dairy cow 
health and performance 
https://uknowledge.uky.edu/animalsci_etds/103/ 

 
2016   B.Sc. Animal Sciences 

Federal University of Viçosa (UFV), Viçosa, MG, Brazil  
 

2. PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE 
 
Graduate Teaching Assistant (August 2019 – Present)  

Department of Animal and Food Sciences, University of Kentucky, Lexington, KY 
 
Graduate Research Assistant (August 2016 – August 2019) 

Department of Animal and Food Sciences, University of Kentucky, Lexington, KY 
 
Milk Quality Supervisor (December 2015 – July 2016)  

Tirolez Cheeses, Quintinos, MG, Brazil 
 

Data Quality Intern (August 2015 – December 2015)  
Labor Rural, Viçosa, MG, Brazil 
 

Dairy Consulting Intern (June 2012 – December 2015)  
Dairy Activity Development Program, Viçosa, MG, Brazil 
 

Milk Quality Intern (June 2012 – December 2015)  
Southeast Quality Milk Initiative, Lexington, KY, United States 
 

3. AWARDS & HONORS 
 
3.1 Grants and Scholarships 
 

(1) Gustaf de Laval Fund. 2022.  
(2) Merck Advancing Animal Welfare Together Research Showcase 

Graduate Student Travel Award. 2022.  
(3) University of Kentucky Graduate Student Congress Travel Scholarship. 

2022.  

https://uknowledge.uky.edu/animalsci_etds/103/


 

168 
 

(4) National Milk Producers Federation Dairy Leadership Scholarship 
Program. 2018.  

(5) University of Kentucky Student Government Grant. 2018. 
(6) Brazilian Scientific Mobility Program Scholarship. August 2014 to June 

2015. 
    

3.2 Awards 
 

(1) Second Place Northeast ARPAS Collegiate Research Contest 
Penn State Dairy Cattle Nutrition Workshop. 2023 
 

(2) First Place Graduate Student Award – Outstanding Overall Presentation.  
2nd Precision Livestock Farming Conference, 2023. 
 

(3) Fourth Place Graduate Team. American Veterinary Medical Association 
Intercollegiate Animal Welfare Assessment Contest, 2022. 

 
(4) Third Place Graduate Team. American Veterinary Medical Association 

Intercollegiate Animal Welfare Assessment Contest, 2021. 
 
(5) Third Place Graduate Team. American Veterinary Medical Association 

Intercollegiate Animal Welfare Assessment Contest, 2019. 
 

(6) Second Place. College of Agriculture, Food, and the Environment Three-
Minute Thesis Competition, 2019.  

 
(7) First Place. American Dairy Science Association Three-Minute Thesis 

Challenge, 2018. 
 
(8) Second Place. American Dairy Science Association Southern Branch Dairy 

Production Oral Competition, 2018. 
 
(9) Third Place MS Student. Tri-State Dairy Nutrition Conference, 2018. 

 

4. PUBLICATIONS 
 
4.1 Refereed Journal Articles 
 

(1) Michalski, E., Woodrum Setser, M., Mazon, G., Neave, H.W. and Costa, 
J.H., 2023. Personality of individually housed dairy-beef crossbred calves is 
related to performance and behavior. Frontiers in Animal Science, 3, p.161. 
https://doi.org/10.3389/fanim.2022.1097503  

 
(2) Grinter, L.N., Mazon, G. and Costa, J.H.C., 2023. Voluntary heat stress 

abatement system for dairy cows: Does it mitigate the effects of heat stress on 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fanim.2022.1097503


 

169 
 

physiology and behavior? Journal of Dairy Science, 106(1), pp.519-533. 
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2022-21802  

 
(3)  Mazon, G., Montgomery, P.D., Hayes, M., Jackson, J., and Costa, J.H., 2021. 

Development and validation of an autonomous radio-frequency identification 
controlled soaking system for dairy cattle. Applied Engineering in 
Agriculture, 37(5), pp.831-837. https://www.doi.org/10.13031/aea.14344  

 
(4)  Mazon, G., Campler, M.R., Holcomb, C., Bewley, J.M. and Costa, J.H.C., 

2020. Effects of a Megasphaera elsdenii oral drench on reticulorumen pH 
dynamics in lactating dairy cows under subacute ruminal acidosis challenge. 
Animal Feed Science and Technology, 261, p.114404. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anifeedsci.2020.114404 

 
 

4.2. Peer-reviewed Extension Articles 
 

(1) Mazon, G., Amaral-Philiphs. D., Costa, J. H. C. 2018. “Getting the Most 
from Automatic Dairy Calf Feeders”. Kentucky Dairy Notes, August 2018. 
(Print and Web).  

 
(2) Mazon, G. and Amaral-Phillips D. M. 2015. Merits of Having First Lactation 

Dairy Cows in a Separate Management Group. Kentucky Dairy Notes. 
 
4.3. Extension Publications 
 
(1) Pereira, J. M. V., Mazon G., and Joao H. C. Costa. 2022. Em busca de 

inovação: Tecnologias de Precisão e sua relação com bem estar animal e 
consumidores (Seeking inovation – Precision dairy technologies and their 
relationship to animal welfare and consumer perception) Revista Leite 
Integral. Brazil. July. 

 
(2) Mazon, G. and Costa J. H. C. 2022. Assunto Ácido: Acidose Ruminal 

Subaguda em Bezerras (A sore subject: subacute ruminal acidosis in calves). 
Revista Leite Integral. Brazil. February. 

 
(3) Costa, J. H. C., Reis M. E., Mazon G., Cantor M. C., Neave H. H. 2020. 

Pensando Junto (Thinking together: benefits of group and pair housing for 
dairy heifers). Revista Leite Integral. Brazil. October. 

 
(4) Mazon, G. and Costa J. H. C. 2018. Claudicacao em vacas leiteiras: um 

inimigo silencioso (Lameness in dairy cows: a silent enemy). Revista Leite 
Integral. Brazil. October. 

 

https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2022-21802
https://www.doi.org/10.13031/aea.14344
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anifeedsci.2020.114404


 

170 
 

(5) Mazon, G., Amaral-Phillips D. M., and Costa J. H. C. 2018. Group Housing 
of dairy calves: Key management points. Progressive Dairyman. Canada. 
August. 

 
(6) Mazon, G. and Costa J. H. C. 2018. Criacao Otimizada (Optimizing calf 

raising). Revista Leite Integral. Brazil. May. 
 
(7) Mazon, G. and Costa J. H. C. 2018. O que Veremos no Futuro? (What is 

coming next regarding dairy technology?). Revista Leite Integral. Brazil. 
January. 

 
(8) Mazon, G. and Bewley J. 2017. Go with the (cow) flow. Hoard’s Dairyman. 

United States. May. 
 
(9) Mazon, G. and Amaral-Phillips D. M. 2015. Why should I Have Two Groups 

of Dry Dairy Cows? Progressive Dairyman. October 19. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Gustavo Mazon Correa Alves 


	STRATEGIC NUTRITIONAL INTERVENTIONS WITH PROBIOTICS AND THEIR RELATIONSHIP TO PERFORMANCE, FEEDING BEHAVIOR, AND RETICULORUMEN ENVIRONMENT IN COWS AND CALVES UNDER SUBACUTE RUMINAL ACIDOSIS RISK
	Recommended Citation

	TITLE PAGE
	ABSTRACT
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	TABLE OF CONTENTS
	LIST OF TABLES
	Table 2.1  Ingredients and chemical composition of the diets fed during Trial 1, Trial 2, and subacute acidosis challenge for cows (n = 8) drenched with distilled water (control) or Megasphaera elsdenii before an acidosis challenge. 56
	Table 2.2 Least square means (± SEM) of reticulorumen pH dynamics, DMI, feeding behavior, and milk yield and composition for dairy cows (n=8) drenched with distilled water (control) or Megasphaera elsdenii 4 days (Trial 1) and 1 day (Trial 2) before a...
	Table 3.1 The Mean ± (SD) chemical composition of the pelletized calf starter (Special Calf Starter and Grower, Bagdad Roller Mills Inc, Baghdad, KY) offered to dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31) assigned to different probiotic treatments containing...
	Table 3.2 Mean, minimum, and maximum body weight (kg), age (d), and BRIX (%) at study enrollment for dairy-beef crossbred (n = 31). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii: placebo (ME0), probiotic cap...
	Table 3.3 Ethogram of behaviors used to record time spent eating, time spent drinking water, and time spent performing non-nutritive oral behaviors from dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31) assigned to different probiotic treatments containing Megasph...
	Table 3.4 Least squares mean ±SEM of daily solid feed dry matter intake (DMI; kg/d) and average daily gain (ADG; kg/d) for dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii:...
	Table 3.5 Least squares mean ±SEM of time spent eating (min/d), time spent drinking(min/d), and time spent performing non-nutritive oral behaviors (min/d) for dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatme...
	Table 4.1 Least squares mean ±SEM of reticulorumen pH and VFA concentration for dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31) during the 76-day experimental period. Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii: plac...
	Table 4.2 Least squares mean ±SEM of foregut and visceral organ weights for dairy-beef crossbred calves at dissection (n = 31; 86.2 ± 2.2 days old). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii: placebo (ME...
	Table 4.3 Least squares mean ±SEM of reticulorumen pH, reticulorumen VFA concentration, papillae dimensions and strata measurements for dairy-beef crossbred calves at dissection (n = 31; 86.2 ± 2.2 days old). Calves assigned to one of three probiotic ...

	LIST OF FIGURES
	Figure 2.1 Reticulorumen pH dynamics differences expressed as least square means ± SEM by experimental day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 4 days before the acidosis c...
	Figure 2.2 Reticulorumen pH dynamics differences expressed as least square means ± SEM by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 1 day before the acidosis challenge for: ...
	Figure 2.3 Feeding behavior differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 4 days before the acidosis challenge for: a) numbe...
	Figure 2.4 Dry matter intake differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 4 days before the acidosis challenge. 72
	Figure 2.5 Feeding behavior differences expressed as least square means ± SEM by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 1 day before the acidosis challenge for:  a) numbe...
	Figure 2.6 Dry matter intake differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 1 day before the acidosis challenge. 75
	Figure 2.7 Milk yield and components differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 4 days before the acidosis challenge for:...
	Figure 2.8 Milk yield and components differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 1 day before the acidosis challenge for: ...
	Figure 3.1 Differences in daily solid feed dry matter intake (A; kg/d) and average daily gain (B; kg/d) during the 76-day experimental period expressed as least square means ± SEM in dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31). Calves were assigned to one of...
	Figure 3.2 Daily solid feed dry matter intake (kg/d) expressed as least square means ± SEM in dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii: placebo (ME0; grey), probiot...
	Figure 4.1 Representative of the mean stereo and light micrographs of reticulorumen papillae from dairy-beef crossbred calves at dissection (n = 31; 86.2 ± 2.2 days old) for each treatment. Calves assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containi...

	CHAPTER 1. REVIEW OF LITERATURE
	1.1 INTRODUCTION
	1.2 THE RETICULORUMEN DEVELOPMENT AND FUNCTION
	1.2.1 Microbiome colonization in the calf
	1.2.1.1 The calf microbiome at birth.
	1.2.1.2 Effects of environment and management on the calf microbiome
	1.2.1.3 Effects of diet on the calf microbiome

	1.2.2 Reticulorumen functional and anatomical development
	1.2.2.1 Effects of solid diet on reticulorumen functional and anatomical development
	1.2.2.2 Promoting solid feed intake during the preweaning period

	1.2.3 The reticulorumen of an adult cow
	1.2.3.1 Effects of diet on cow reticulorumen microbiome and VFA production


	1.3 SUBACUTE RETICULORUMEN ACIDOSIS
	1.3.1 SARA Definition
	1.3.2 Causes of SARA
	1.3.3 Effects of SARA on reticulorumen microbiome, VFA production, and epithelial health
	1.3.4 Effects of SARA on animal performance and behavior
	1.3.5 Nutritional strategies to prevent SARA
	1.3.5.1 Preventing SARA with forage
	1.3.5.2 Preventing SARA with feed additives


	1.4 Probiotics and SARA
	1.4.1 Megasphaera elsdenii
	1.4.1.1 Megasphaera elsdenii as a SARA prevention tool in cows and calves


	1.5 CONCLUSION
	1.6 DISSERTATION OBJECTIVES

	CHAPTER 2.  EFFECTS OF A MEGASPHAERA ELSDENII ORAL DRENCH ON RETICULORUMEN PH DYNAMICS IN LACTATING COWS UNDER SUBACUTE RUMINAL ACIDOSIS CHALLENGE
	2.1 INTRODUCTION
	2.2 MATERIALS AND METHODS
	2.2.1 Animal Housing and Diet
	2.2.2 Experimental Design
	2.2.2.1 Trial 1
	2.2.2.2 Trial 2

	2.2.3 Statistical analysis

	2.3 RESULTS
	2.3.1 Reticulorumen pH
	2.3.2 DMI and feeding behavior
	2.3.3 Milk yield and components

	2.4 DISCUSSION
	2.5 CONCLUSIONS
	Table 2.1  Ingredients and chemical composition of the diets fed during Trial 1, Trial 2, and subacute acidosis challenge for cows (n = 8) drenched with distilled water (control) or Megasphaera elsdenii before an acidosis challenge.
	Table 2.2 Least square means (± SEM) of reticulorumen pH dynamics, DMI, feeding behavior, and milk yield and composition for dairy cows (n=8) drenched with distilled water (control) or Megasphaera elsdenii 4 days (Trial 1) and 1 day (Trial 2) before a...
	Figure 2.1 Reticulorumen pH dynamics differences expressed as least square means ± SEM by experimental day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 4 days before the acidosis c...
	Figure 2.2 Reticulorumen pH dynamics differences expressed as least square means ± SEM by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 1 day before the acidosis challenge for: ...
	Figure 2.3 Feeding behavior differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 4 days before the acidosis challenge for: a) numbe...
	Figure 2.4 Dry matter intake differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 4 days before the acidosis challenge.
	Figure 2.5 Feeding behavior differences expressed as least square means ± SEM by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 1 day before the acidosis challenge for:  a) numb...
	Figure 2.6 Dry matter intake differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 1 day before the acidosis challenge.
	Figure 2.7 Milk yield and components differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 4 days before the acidosis challenge for:...
	Figure 2.8 Milk yield and components differences expressed as least Square means ± SEM by day relative to an acidosis challenge (d0) in cows drenched with distilled water (white) or Megasphaera elsdenii (gray) 1 day before the acidosis challenge for: ...


	CHAPTER 3. EFFECTS OF A MEGASPHAERA ELSDENII ORAL CAPSULE ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF DAIRY-BEEF CROSSBRED CALVES. PART I: PERFORMANCE AND FEEDING BEHAVIOR PATTERNS
	3.1 INTRODUCTION
	3.2 MATERIALS AND METHODS
	3.2.1 Animal Housing and Diet
	3.2.2 Experimental Design
	3.2.3 Calf Performance and Feeding Behavior
	3.2.4 Statistical Analysis

	3.3 RESULTS
	3.4 DISCUSSION
	3.5 CONCLUSION
	Table 3.1 The Mean ± (SD) chemical composition of the pelletized calf starter (Special Calf Starter and Grower, Bagdad Roller Mills Inc, Baghdad, KY) offered to dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31) assigned to different probiotic treatments containing...
	Table 3.2 Mean, minimum, and maximum body weight (kg), age (d), and BRIX (%) at study enrollment for dairy-beef crossbred (n = 31). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii: placebo (ME0), probiotic cap...
	Table 3.3 Ethogram of behaviors used to record time spent eating, time spent drinking water, and time spent performing non-nutritive oral behaviors from dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31) assigned to different probiotic treatments containing Megasph...
	Table 3.4 Least squares mean ±SEM of daily solid feed dry matter intake (DMI; kg/d) and average daily gain (ADG; kg/d) for dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii:...
	Table 3.5 Least squares mean ±SEM of time spent eating (min/d), time spent drinking(min/d), and time spent performing non-nutritive oral behaviors (min/d) for dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatme...


	CHAPTER 4. EFFECTS OF A MEGASPHAERA ELSDENII ORAL CAPSULE ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF DAIRY-BEEF CROSSBRED CALVES.  PART II: RETICULORUMEN PH, VFA, AND ANATOMICAL DEVELOPMENT
	4.1 INTRODUCTION
	4.2 MATERIALS AND METHODS
	4.2.1 Animals and Experimental Design
	4.2.2 Reticulorumen pH and VFA
	4.2.3 Calf Dissections
	4.2.4 Statistical Analysis

	4.3 RESULTS
	4.3.1 Calf Dissection

	4.4 DISCUSSION
	4.5 CONCLUSION
	Table 4.1 Least squares mean ±SEM of reticulorumen pH and VFA concentration for dairy-beef crossbred calves (n = 31) during the 76-day experimental period. Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii: plac...
	Table 4.2 Least squares mean ±SEM of foregut and visceral organ weights for dairy-beef crossbred calves at dissection (n = 31; 86.2 ± 2.2 days old). Calves were assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containing Megasphaera elsdenii: placebo (ME...
	Table 4.3 Least squares mean ±SEM of reticulorumen pH, reticulorumen VFA concentration, papillae dimensions and strata measurements for dairy-beef crossbred calves at dissection (n = 31; 86.2 ± 2.2 days old). Calves assigned to one of three probiotic ...
	Figure 4.1 Representative of the mean stereo and light micrographs of reticulorumen papillae from dairy-beef crossbred calves at dissection (n = 31; 86.2 ± 2.2 days old) for each treatment. Calves assigned to one of three probiotic treatments containi...


	CHAPTER 5. DISSERTATION GENERAL DISCUSSION
	5.1 Summary of findings
	5.2 Implications and Future Directions

	REFERENCES
	VITA

