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ABSTRACT
We assessed the effect of rumen fluid (RF) collection site (central vs. ventral), seaweed (with or
without Asparagopsis taxiformis) and their interaction on in vitro total gas and methane yield,
and fermentation parameters. Rumen fluid was collected via esophageal tubing from six cows,
controlling sampling locations manually through the rumen cannula. Linear mixed-effect model
analysis revealed no interactions between rumen fluid collection site and seaweed. Seaweed
reduced (P < 0.01) total gas and methane yield (mL/g DM) by 10% and 93%, respectively.
Collection site had no effect on total gas yield, but methane yield was slightly lower (P = 0.03)
with central than ventral RF. Our pilot study is the first report on gas parameters for incubated
rumen fluid from different collection sites, and the observed effect of collection site on CH4
yield provides further evidence for the importance of representative rumen sampling.
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Introduction

Studies on methane-reducing feeds and feed additives
are often carried out in vitro before they are tested in
vivo, for cost reasons, but also for animal welfare
reasons. For in vitro tests, rumen contents collected
from animals fitted with a rumen cannula can follow ‘a
clearly defined and standardized sampling protocol’
(Yáñez-Ruiz et al., 2016), for example as in Meale et al.
(2012) and Ellis et al. (2016) but access to cannulated
animals can be very limited. By contrast, rumen
content collection by esophageal tubing is more appli-
cable, but standardization of the sampling is challenging
as the target location of the probe in the rumen cannot
be identified readily. Despite a thorough and regular
mixing of the rumen content by coordinated reticulo-
rumen contractions, three layers of rumen contents are
recognized. Intensive fermentation takes place in the
intermediate layer and moderate fermentation in the
ventral layer and upper fibre mat of the rumen
content (Figure 1). Accordingly, sampling one or more
layers of rumen contents could be expected to

influence the degree of methane reduction by feeds
and feed additives in the in vitro batch culture. Also
studies comparing fermentation parameters between
different layers of rumen content collected via cannula
include a detailed description of the rumen content col-
lection site for obvious reasons. However, results are
inconsistent. Total short-chain fatty acid (SCFA) concen-
trations in rumen content collected from central rumen
layers were greater than those from ventral layers in
studies by Tafaj et al. (2004) and Bryant (1964), but did
not differ in Shen et al. (2012) and Song et al. (2018).
In studies testing the methane (CH4) reduction potential
of feeds and feed additives, information about the site of
rumen fluid collection is often incomplete and no details
are given about the insertion depth of the tube in intact
animals or the collection sites within the rumen (central,
ventral, cranial, caudal) in cannulated animals (Machado
et al., 2014, 2016a, 2016b; Roque et al., 2019). Vucko et al.
(2017) stated that the contents were collected ‘from four
quadrants of the rumen’ in cannulated steers, with no
indication of sampling height (central/ventral). It could
be speculated that the rumen contents in the Vucko
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et al. (2017) study were sampled from the central layer,
as almost complete inhibition of 99% of CH4 yield
(mL/g DM) was achieved in vitro by the addition of 2%
of the seaweed Asparagopsis taxiformis. We hypoth-
esized that the CH4 reduction by Asparagopsis taxiformis
will be more pronounced using rumen content from
central than ventral location in in vitro batch culture
incubations. The objective of this study was to assess
the effect of the rumen content collection site (central,
ventral) on the CH4 reducing effect of Asparagopsis taxi-
formis and their interaction. We measured total gas and
CH4 production as well as other fermentation par-
ameters in in vitro batch incubations.

Materials and methods

This study was conducted at the Faculty of Biosciences at
the Norwegian University of Life Sciences (NMBU) as part
of the course HFX407/307 ‘Emissions and Microbiota: A
Path to Sustainable Animal Production’ and the draft of
this manuscript was written by the course participants,
3 Master students and 4 PhD students. The experimental
protocol complied with the Norwegian legislation for
animal welfare and was authorized by the Norwegian
Animal Research Authority (FOTS-ID 18/256940).

Animals and feeding

Six dry, non-pregnant, rumen-cannulated Norwegian
Red cows aged between 7 and 13 years and with an
average (±SD) body weight of 776 ± 86 kg were used
in the study. The cows were moved from pasture to
tie-stalls 10 days prior to sampling. The cows were fed
a standard diet in the morning and evening as used
for the in sacco procedure according to the Nordic
feed evaluation system (NorFor, 2011). In brief, 5.2 kg
dry matter (DM) composed of 57% haylage, 35% concen-
trates and 8% wheat straw was fed in two equal portions
per day. The contents (in g/kg DM) of organic matter,
neutral detergent fibre (NDF), crude protein (CP) and

crude fat (CF) in the composited haylage-straw mixture
were 937, 695, 79.2 and 15.1, respectively, and in the
concentrates 924, 168, 211 and 29.3, respectively. The
tie-stall accommodation was bedded with rubber mats
and fresh sawdust. The cows had ad libitum access to
fresh drinking water.

In vitro incubation

The feed incubated in vitro was prepared as total mixed
ration consisting of 50% grass silage and 50% concen-
trates on DM basis and was ground to pass through a
1 mm screen using a cutter mill (SM 200, Retsch
GmbH, Germany). The contents (in g/kg DM) of
organic matter, NDF, CP and CF in the total mixed
ration were 938, 391, 167 and 22.8, respectively
(Kidane et al., 2018, described as dietary treatment
with CP 175). Freeze-dried red seaweed Asparagopsis
taxiformis (called hereafter Asparagopsis) was obtained
from seaExpert (Horta, Azores, Portugal), stored at
−20°C and ground with a mortar.

Rumen fluid was collected from the cows at about 5 h
after morning feeding via an esophageal tube (Selekt Col-
lector Set, Virbac; Kolding, Denmark). The 6 cows were
divided into two groups (cows 1–3, and cows 4–6), and
400 mL of rumen fluid was obtained from each cow per
sampling site, resulting in a total of 1200 mL pooled
rumen fluid per group and sampling site. Rumen fluid
was collected first from the central rumen and then ven-
trally, as illustrated in Figure 1. The location of the collec-
tion tube was controlled manually via the rumen cannula.
The first 500 mL of rumen fluid from the central location
was discarded to avoid saliva contamination whereas the
initial 500–1000 mL of rumen fluid from the ventral
location was discarded to avoid rumen fluid from the
central rumen location. The esophageal tube was
cleaned after each cow. The rumen fluid was collected
into four (2 sampling sites × 2 groups) pre-warmed
thermos flasks and screened through 200 μm pore size
filter cloth (SEFAR NITEX, Sefar AG, Heiden, Switzerland)
into glass bottles maintained at 39°C in water-bath.
Samples of the pre-incubation rumen fluid were taken
for pH, ammonia nitrogen (N) and SCFA determination
(as described in the section below).

A buffer solution was prepared according to Goering
and Van Soest (1970) and gas production was measured
using the ANKOMRF Gas Production System (ANKOM
Technology; Macedon NY, USA). For this, 1.0 g DM of
feed was weighed into 250 mL glass bottles incubated
at 39°C with 33.3 mL rumen fluid and 66.7 mL preheated
buffer solution. The incubation was performed with
rumen fluid from 2 groups of cows (cows 1–3, cows 4–
6), sampled from 2 rumen locations (central, ventral),

Figure 1. Illustration of the rumen fluid collection sites in the
central and ventral rumen (modified from Physiology of Dom-
estic Animals, Sjaastad et. al. 2016, reprinted with permission).
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incubated with no or 9 mg DM seaweed (Control and
Inhibitor, respectively). Each treatment combination
was incubated in triplicates with additional triplicates
of blanks (mixture of rumen fluid and buffer only). The
incubation was performed for 24 h in a 39°C heated
cabinet with continuous gentle shaking on Stuart SSL3
3D gyro-rocker (Cole-Palmer Ltd, Staffordshire, UK). The
incubation time of 24 h was chosen following Yanez-
Ruiz et al. (2016) and based on the good agreement of
the 24-h CH4 yield in vitro and in vivo (Terranova et al.
2021). The incubation bottles, except for the blanks,
were equipped with septa for gas sampling.

To determine the CH4 concentration in the incubation
bottles at completion of the incubation, duplicate gas
samples of 2 mL (from each incubated medium with
the exception of blanks) were withdrawn through the
septa and transferred into clean, helium-filled 10 mL
glass vials (Cleam Pack, Matriks As, Oslo, Norway). There-
after, 9.5 mL of the incubation fluid was transferred to
centrifuge glass tubes enriched with 0.5 mL concen-
trated (98–100%) formic acid and stored at 4°C until
analysis. The pH of the remaining incubation fluid was
measured as described below.

Sample analyses

The pH, SCFA concentrations and ammonia-N were
determined both in the fresh mixed pre-incubation
rumen fluid (n = 4; 2 sampling sites × 2 groups) and in

the incubated fluids (n = 24). The pH was measured
using a portable pH-meter (WTW, pH 3310, Germany
with a Hamilton Bonaduz AG, Polyplast Pro, Switzerland,
pH sensor). The SCFA were analysed by gas chromato-
graphy (TRACE 1300 Gas Chromatograph with Stabli-
wax-DA column 30 m, 0.25 mm i.d., 0.25 µm; Thermo
Fischer Scientific S.p.A., Milan, Italy) and NH3-N was
determined using AOAC Official Method 2001.11
(AOAC International, 1995) as described by Thiex et al.
(2002) with the Kjeltec 8400 (Foss Analytical, Hilleroed,
Denmark).

Methane concentrations in the collected gas samples
were analysed by gas chromatography (GC, Model
7890A Agilent, Santa Clara, CA) after separation by a Por-
aplot U capillary column operated isothermally at 50̊C
with helium as the carrier gas. The GC was equipped
with a flame ionization detector, calibrated to certified
standards (Linde Gas AS, Oslo, Norway). Samples were
pumped by an autosampler through a peristaltic pump
(Minipuls, Gilson) and injected automatically via a 250
µL sample loop.

Calculations and statistical analyses

Cumulative gas pressure (psi, pounds of force per square
inch of area; Figure 2 top) from the gas production
system was converted to total gas production (mL,
Figure 2 bottom) following the ANKOMRF manufacturer’s
protocol. Total gas produced was corrected for the blank
measurements. The concentration of CH4 in samples
from the headspace was corrected for dilution by the
carrier gas helium. The CH4 production (mL) was calcu-
lated according to Cattani et al. (2016) using the follow-
ing equation: total CH4 production (mL) =−0.0064 ×
[CH4 concentration in the headspace × (headspace
volume + total gas production volume)]2 + 0.9835 ×
[CH4 concentration in the headspace × (headspace
volume + total gas production volume)]. This equation
was recommended by Alvarez Hess et al. (2019) for esti-
mating CH4 production in vented in vitro systems in
cases where collection of vented gas in bags is not
possible.

Statistical analysis was performed using R statistical
software (R Core Team 2016; version 4.0.2) and included
24 observations, i.e. 2 groups (cows 1–3, cows 4–6) × 2
rumen locations (central, ventral) × 2 treatments (with/
without seaweed) × 3 replicates for the parameters pH,
SCFA, ammonia-N and total gas production. However,
for CH4 analysis, one incubation glass was not equipped
with a septum, and a total of 46 gas samples were ana-
lysed from 23 incubation glasses sampled in duplicates.
The linear mixed-effects models (lmer) procedure was
used with location (central, ventral) and treatment

Figure 2. Cumulative gas pressure (pounds of force per square
inch of area, psi) (top) and cumulative gas production (mL/g dry
matter, DM) (bottom) over time of incubation for control (feed
without inhibitor), inhibitor (feed with inhibitor seaweed, Aspar-
agopsis taxiformis) and blanks (buffered rumen fluid without
feed, without inhibitor).
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(with/without seaweed) as fixed effects and cow group
(1-3,4-6) as random effect. The interaction between
location and treatment was also included in the
model. The anova function in base R was used to
obtain the overall effect of location, treatment, and
their interaction. Effects were considered as statistically
significant at P < 0.05 and as trends at 0.05≤ P < 0.10.

Results

Pre-incubation rumen fluid

In the fresh mixed pre-incubation rumen fluid, the
average (n = 2 cow groups) pH, concentration of
ammonia-N (mmol/L) and total SCFA (mmol/L) in the
central and ventral rumen location were 6.65 vs. 6.73,
3.26 vs. 3.17 and 69.2 vs. 64.4, respectively. The molar
proportions of acetate (C2), propionate (C3), butyrate,
valerate, iso-butyrate and iso-valerate to total SCFA in
the central vs. ventral rumen location were 68.5 vs.
66.2, 17.2 vs. 17.4, 11.7 vs. 13.1, 0.95 vs. 1.06, 0.87 vs.
1.14, and 0.82 vs 1.14, with C2/C3 ratio being 3.99 vs.
3.81, in respective order.

Incubated fluid

No interactions (P > 0.10) between rumen content col-
lection site (central/ventral) and treatment (with/
without inhibitor) were observed for any of the fermen-
tation and gas parameters tested in this study (Table 1,
Figure 3). Whether rumen fluid was collected centrally
or ventrally had no effect (P > 0.10) on total gas yield,
pH, concentrations of ammonia-N and total SCFA,
molar proportions of acetate, propionate, butyrate, vale-
rate and the ratio of acetate to propionate in the incu-
bated fluid (Table 1, Figure 3a). However, central
rumen fluid was characterized by a lower CH4 yield
expressed per unit dry matter (P = 0.034) and per unit
total gas production (P = 0.078) (Figure 3b,c), and
lower molar proportions of iso butyrate and iso valerate
(P < 0.05) compared to the ventral rumen fluid (Table 1).

The addition of the inhibitor Asparagopsis increased
(P < 0.05) the molar proportion of propionate (+32%),
butyrate (+29%), and valerate (+9%), in the incubated
fluid from both locations to a similar extent (Table 1).
By contrast, Asparagopsis addition decreased (P < 0.05)
ammonia-N (−13%) and total SCFA (−12%) concen-
trations, and the molar proportions of acetate (−15%),
iso butyrate (−14%), iso valerate (−25%), and thus the
C2:C3 ratio (from 3.3–2.1) across both rumen locations
(Table 1).

The treatment Asparagopsis affected total gas and
CH4 yield to a different extent. The addition of the

inhibitor Asparagopsis only slightly reduced (P < 0.05)
total gas yield by 10%, with a similar degree of inhibition
for central (9%) and ventral (11%) rumen fluid (Figure
3a), whereas inhibition of CH4 yield (93%) was more sub-
stantial, both when expressed as mL of CH4 production
per g dry matter and per L of total gas production
(both P < 0.05). Because there was no statistically signifi-
cant interaction between collection site and Asparagop-
sis treatment, the reduction of CH4 yield (mL/g DM and
mL/L total gas production) was only numerically
greater with central rumen fluid (both 99%) than
ventral rumen fluid (87% and 85%, respectively)
(Figure 3b,c).

Discussion

This pilot study included rumen fluid not only from 3
cows, as recommended by Yáñez-Ruiz et al. (2016), but
from 2 × 3 cows run in technical triplicates, to partly
compensate for the fact that we performed only one
experiment in the frame of the student course instead
of three independent experiments as recommended.
The conclusions from our pilot study must be therefore
drawn with caution. To the best of our knowledge, in
vitro total gas and CH4 production using inoculum
obtained from different layers of rumen content have
not been reported previously.

Pre-incubation rumen fluid

Based on descriptive statistics, greater SCFA concen-
tration in pre-incubation rumen fluid from the central
than ventral layer of the rumen content indicated
more intensive fermentation centrally than ventrally in
the rumen, which is in accordance with Sjaastad et al.
(2016, Figure 1), Tafaj et al. (2004) and Bryant (1964).

Incubated rumen fluid

Unexpectedly, no interactions between rumen content
collection site (central/ventral) and inhibitor treatment
(with/without Asparagopis) were observed, indicating a
similar direction and degree of effect by Asparagopsis
in incubations with rumen fluid from central and
ventral rumen layers.

Effect of rumen content collection site

Fermentation parameters like pH, ammonia-N, total
SCFA, the molar proportions of acetate, propionate,
butyrate, valerate and the ratio of acetate to propionate
are commonly reported in fresh, but not incubated
rumen fluid from different rumen collection sites. In
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fresh rumen fluid collected centrally and ventrally, Shen
et al. (2012) and Song et al. (2018) found no difference in
any of these parameters, which is in line with our results
for incubated fluids.

The lower molar proportions of iso-butyrate and iso-
valerate in incubated rumen fluid from the central com-
pared to the ventral part of the rumen are interesting.
Iso-butyrate and iso-valerate are synthesized by rumen
microbes in the oxidative deamination and the oxidative
decarboxylation of the branched amino acids valine and
leucine (Andries et al., 1987). However, these SCFA are of
minor relevance as an energy source for the animal com-
pared to acetate, propionate and butyrate.

To the best of our knowledge, CH4 production from
different layers of rumen content has not been reported
previously in fresh or incubated rumen fluid. We
expected a higher in vitro CH4 yield in rumen fluid col-
lected from the site of more intensive fermentation, i.e.
the central rumen layer. Increased fermentation is
related to increased metabolic hydrogen ([H]) which is
removed by CH4 formation to maintain ‘the normal func-
tioning of microbial enzymes involved in electron trans-
fer reactions, particularly NADH dehydrogenase’,
resulting in NAD+ restoring, and ultimately efficient fer-
mentation (Morgavi et al., 2010; Ungerfeld 2015).
However, the rumen fluid from the central layer had a
slightly lower CH4 yield than the rumen fluid from the
ventral layer in the present study. Since the collection
site had no effect on the total amount and the molar
proportions of SCFA, it is difficult to explain this obser-
vation. One explanation might be the provision of the
same nutrient-rich feed as substrate in the in vitro
batch cultures, which differs from in vivo conditions
where more-degraded, more-dense feed particles
accumulate in the ventral layer. In our pilot study the
observed difference in CH4 yield between collection
sites was small, still our finding supports the

recommendation by Yáñez-Ruiz et al. (2016) to use a
mixture of rumen contents collected from several
rather than one location ‘to be as representative for
the rumen environment as possible’.

Effect of the seaweed Asparagopsis taxiformis

The observed moderate reduction in total gas yield and
relatively greater reduction in methane yield by Aspara-
gopsis have been reported repeatedly (Machado et al.,
2014; Machado et al., 2016a, 2016b). Decreased total
gas yields indicate reduced fermentation which
matches the observed moderate reduction of SCFA
and ammonia-N concentrations in the Asparagopsis
treatment in our study. The latter is likely due to a
reduced degradation of protein by microorganisms as
discussed for Asparagopsis and other seaweeds by
Machado et al. (2016b) and Wang et al. (2008), respect-
ively. In the present study, CO2 and H2 concentrations
were not measured, yet the decrease in CH4 accounted
for most of the reduction in total gas.

In accordance with previous in vitro reports on Aspar-
agopsis (Machado et al., 2014, 2016a, 2016b; Kinley et al.,
2016; Roque et al., 2019), a substantial reduction in
methane yield goes along with a shift in fermentation
end products from acetate to propionate and butyrate.
Methane is a hydrogen sink in the rumen, and inhibition
of methanogenesis by Asparagopsis shifts the pro-
duction towards hydrogen consuming products, such
as propionate, rather than hydrogen producing pro-
ducts, such as acetate, which is believed to be due to
reductive propionate production being more favourable
than acetogenesis in the presence of excess hydrogen
(Mitsumori et al., 2012).

As a protection against herbivory, Asparagopsis con-
tains halogenated, bioactive secondary metabolites
which are naturally produced and stored in gland

Table 1. Effect of rumen fluid collection site (central, ventral) and treatment (with/without inhibitor Asparagopsis taxiformis) on rumen
fermentation parameters after 24 h in vitro incubation.

Rumen location Central Ventral P-values

Treatment Control Inhibitor Control Inhibitor SEM Loca tion Treat ment L × T

Trait
pH 6.50 6.53 6.51 6.51 0.017 0.82 0.74 0.54
NH3-N, mmol/L 12.2 10.5 12.2 10.7 0.292 0.55 <0.001 0.45
Total SCFA, mmol/L 76.2 65.5 71.5 65.0 0.757 0.29 0.002 0.38
Molar proportion, mmol/mol
Acetate (C2) 64.8 55.3 65.1 55.5 0.671 0.65 <0.001 0.75
Propionate (C3) 20.0 26.3 19.7 26.1 0.667 0.20 <0.001 0.87
Butyrate 12.4 15.9 12.2 15.7 0.505 0.67 <0.001 0.79
iso butyrate 0.622 0.521 0.689 0.610 0.096 < 0.001 <0.001 0.37
Valerate 1.13 1.21 1.15 1.26 0.063 0.12 <0.001 0.54
iso valerate 1.07 0.771 1.13 0.892 0.196 0.003 <0.001 0.30

C2/C3 3.24 2.11 3.31 2.12 0.400 0.37 <0.001 0.67

Data are least square means, unless otherwise stated.
NH3-N: ammonia nitrogen, SCFA: short-chain fatty acids
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cells of the macroalgae (Vucko et al., 2017). Bromo-
form, which is the most abundant halogenated CH4

analogue in Asparagopsis, reacts with reduced
vitamin B12 which results in the enzymatic inhibition
of cobamide-dependent methyl transferase needed in
methanogenesis, hence inhibiting the formation of

CH4 in the rumen (Wood et al., 1968; Machado et al.,
2016b).

Multiple studies with different inclusion levels of
Asparagopsis in vitro (Machado et al., 2014, 2016a,
2016b, Roque et al., 2019) report a dose-dependent
CH4 inhibition. For example, inclusion of Asparagopsis
at 1% on organic matter basis reduced CH4 by 84.7%
(Machado et al., 2016a) whereas at 2% inclusion Aspara-
gopsis showed a nearly complete inhibition of CH4 (i.e. a
decrease of more than 99% compared to control) (Kinley
et al., 2016; Machado et al., 2016a). Similarly, our
inclusion rate of 1% on DM basis resulted in a reduction
in CH4 yield by 93%. Variation in the degree of CH4 inhi-
bition among studies using the same inclusion rates are
likely explained by small differences in the bromoform
concentrations between batches of Asparagopsis.

We hypothesized that the effect of Asparagopsis on
CH4 production would be more pronounced in rumen
content taken from central than ventral location.
Although a numerical difference was observed, the
CH4 reduction by Asparagopsis was not more effective
in rumen content from central versus ventral location.
A greater effect of the inhibitor in central rumen
content could have been expected because several
studies reported a higher abundance of total and fibro-
lytic bacteria and of Methanobacteriales in the central/
dorsal rumen as compared to the ventral rumen
(Bryant and Robinson, 1968; Martin and Michalet-
Doreau, 1995; Zeitz et al., 2016). As discussed above,
Asparagopsis is a strong inhibitor, resulting in almost
complete CH4 inhibition at relatively small inclusion
rates (Kinley et al., 2016; Machado et al., 2016a). In
future studies, the interaction of rumen content collec-
tion site with CH4 mitigating feeds or feed additives
rather than inhibitors could be worth testing. Studies
using rumen fluid from one collection site (as with eso-
phageal tubing) may under- or overestimate the CH4

mitigation potential of a feed or feed additive and may
conclude that a higher inclusion rate is necessary, or a
lower inclusion rate might be sufficient for a proper
CH4 mitigation.

Conclusion

This is the first report on in vitro total gas and methane
yields from rumen fluid collected at different locations in
the rumen. We found a lower CH4 yield in rumen fluid
from central than ventral rumen layers, providing
further evidence for the recommendation to use a
mixture of rumen contents collected from several
location in in vitro studies.

The CH4 reduction by the inhibitor Asparagopsis was
numerically but not significantly greater in incubations

Figure 3. Effect of rumen sampling site (central, ventral) and
treatment [without/with methane (CH4)-inhibitor Asparagopsis
taxiformis) on (a) total gas yield, (b) CH4 yield, and (c) the pro-
portion of CH4 to total gas production. Least square means
(LSM) carrying no common upper-case superscript are
different at P < 0.05 between central and ventral rumen
location. The LSM carrying no common lower-case superscript
are different at P < 0.05 between with/without inhibitor treat-
ment within location.

6 C. ALVAREZ ET AL.



using rumen fluid from central than ventral locations.
Still, the interaction of rumen content collection site
and CH4-reducing feeds and feed additives could be
worth exploring in future in vitro studies to ensure
appropriate inclusion rates in in vivo studies.

Acknowledgements

We thank Elise Hatch Fure for assistance with the lab exper-
iment. We also acknowledge Elin Follaug Johnsen, Elin Sveen
Kristoffersen and Frank Sundby from LabTek for analysis of
SCFA, ammonia-N and nutrients in the feed. Thank you to
Knut Hove (Scandinavian Veterinary Press AS) for the reprint
permission of Figure 1.

Disclosure statement

We confirm that there are no relevant financial or non-financial
competing interests to report.

ORCID

Peter Dörsch http://orcid.org/0000-0002-4916-1839
Live Heldal Hagen http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2606-5331
Phillip B. Pope http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2067-4059
Angela Schwarm http://orcid.org/0000-0002-5750-2111
Alemayehu Kidane http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2945-7189

References

Alvarez Hess, P. S., Eckard, R. J., Jacobs, J. L., Hannah, M. C. &
Moate, P. J. (2019). Comparison of five methods for the esti-
mation of methane production from vented in vitro systems.
Journal of the Science of Food and Agriculture, 99, 109–116.

Andries, J. I., Buysse, F. X., Debrabander, D. L. & Cottyn, B. G.
(1987). Isoacids in ruminant nutrition: their role in ruminal
and intermediary metabolism and possible influences on
performances — a review. Animal Feed Science and
Technology, 18, 169–180.

AOAC. (1995). Official Methods of Analysis of AOAC International
(Arlington: Association of Official Analytical Chemists).

Bryant, A. M. (1964). Variations in the pH and volatile fatty acid
concentration within the bovine reticulo-rumen. New
Zealand Journal of Agricultural Research, 7, 694–706.

Bryant, M. P. & Robinson, H. M. (1968). Effects of diet, time after
feeding, and position sampled on numbers of viable bac-
teria in the bovine rumen. Journal of Dairy Science, 51,
1950–1955.

Cattani, M., Maccarana, L., Rossi, G., Tagliapietra, F., Schiavon, S.
& Bailoni, L. (2016). Dose-response and inclusion effects of
pure natural extracts and synthetic compounds on in vitro
methane production. Animal Feed Science and Technology,
218, 100–109.

Ellis, J. L., Bannink, A., Hindrichsen, I. K., Kinley, R. D., Pellikaan,
W. F., Milora, N. & Dijkstra, J. (2016). The effect of lactic acid
bacteria included as a probiotic or silage inoculant on in
vitro rumen digestibility, total gas and methane production.
Animal Feed Science and Technology, 211, 61–74.

Goering, H. K. & Van Soest, P. J. (1970). Forage Fiber Analyses
(Apparatus, Reagents, Procedures, and Some Applications).
Agriculture Handbook 379. Washington, DC: USDA - ARS.

Kidane, A., Øverland, M., Mydland, L. T. & Prestløkken, E.
(2018). Interaction between feed use efficiency and level
of dietary crude protein on enteric methane emission
and apparent nitrogen use efficiency with Norwegian
Red dairy cows1. Journal of Animal Science, 96, 3967–
3982.

Kinley, R. D., Vucko, M. J., Machado, L. & Tomkins, N. W. (2016).
In vitro evaluation of the antimethanogenic potency and
effects on fermentation of individual and combinations of
marine macroalgae. American Journal of Plant Sciences, 07,
2038–2054.

Machado, L., Magnusson, M., Paul, N. A., de Nys, R. & Tomkins,
N. (2014). Effects of marine and freshwater macroalgae on in
vitro total gas and methane production. PLoS One, 9,
e85289.

Machado, L., Magnusson, M., Paul, N. A., Kinley, R., de Nys, R. &
Tomkins, N. (2016a). Dose-response effects of Asparagopsis
taxiformis and Oedogonium sp. on in vitro fermentation and
methane production. Journal of Applied Phycology, 28, 1443–
1452.

Machado, L., Magnusson, M., Paul, N. A., Kinley, R., de Nys, R. &
Tomkins, N. (2016b). Identification of bioactives from the red
seaweed Asparagopsis taxiformis that promote antimetha-
nogenic activity in vitro. Journal of Applied Phycology, 28,
3117–3126.

Martin, C. & Michalet-Doreau, B. (1995). Variations in mass and
enzyme activity of rumen microorganisms: effect of barley
and buffer supplements. Journal of the Science of Food and
Agriculture, 67, 407–413.

Meale, S. J., Chaves, A. V., Baah, J. & McAllister, T. A. (2012).
Methane production of different forages in in vitro ruminal
fermentation. Asian-Australasian Journal of Animal Sciences,
25, 86–91.

Mitsumori, M., Shinkai, T., Takenaka, A., Enishi, O., Higuchi, K.,
Kobayashi, Y., Nonaka, I., Asanuma, N., Denman, S. E. &
McSweeney, C. S. (2012). Responses in digestion, rumen fer-
mentation and microbial populations to inhibition of
methane formation by a halogenated methane analogue.
British Journal of Nutrition, 108, 482–491.

Morgavi, D. P., Forano, E., Martin, C. & Newbold, C. J. (2010).
Microbial ecosystem and methanogenesis in ruminants.
Animal, 4, 1024–1036.

NorFor—The Nordic Feed Evaluation System. (2011). EAAP
Publication No. 130; Volden, H., Ed. (Wageningen:
Academic Publishers).

Roque, B. M., Brooke, C. G., Ladau, J., Polley, T., Marsh, L., Najafi,
J., Pandey, N., Singh, P., Kinley, L. & Salwen, R. (2019). Effect
of the macroalgae Asparagopsis taxiformis on methane pro-
duction and rumen microbiome assemblage. Animal
Microbiome, 1, 3.

Shen, J. S., Chai, Z., Song, L. J., Liu, J. X. & Wu, Y. M. (2012).
Insertion depth of oral stomach tubes may affect the fer-
mentation parameters of ruminal fluid collected in dairy
cows. Journal of Dairy Science, 95, 5978–5984.

Sjaastad, Ø. V., Sand, O. & Hove, K. (2016). Physiology of
Domestic Animals (3rd ed). Oslo: Scandinavian Veterinary
Press).

Song, J., Choi, H., Jeong, J. Y., Lee, S., Lee, H. J., Baek, Y., Ji, S. Y. &
Kim, M. (2018). Effects of sampling techniques and sites on

ACTA AGRICULTURAE SCANDINAVICA, SECTION A — ANIMAL SCIENCE 7

http://orcid.org/0000-0002-4916-1839
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2606-5331
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2067-4059
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-5750-2111
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2945-7189


rumen microbiome and fermentation parameters in
Hanwoo steers. Journal of Microbiology and Biotechnology,
28, 1700–1705.

Tafaj, M., Junck, B., Maulbetsch, A., Steingass, H., Piepho, H. P. &
Drochner, W. (2004). Digesta characteristics of dorsal, middle
and ventral rumen of cows fed with different hay qualities
and concentrate levels. Archives of Animal Nutrition, 58, 325–
342.

Terranova, M., Eggerschwiler, L., Ortmann, S., Clauss, M.,
Kreuzer, M. & Schwarm, A. (2021). Increasing the proportion
of hazel leaves in the diet of dairy cows reduced methane
yield and excretion of nitrogen in volatile form, but not
milk yield. Animal Feed Science and Technology, 276, 114790.

Thiex, N. J., Manson, H., Anderson, S., Persson, J. Å. &
Collaborators: Anderson, S., Bogren, E., Bolek, G., Budde,
D., Ellis, C., Eriksson, S., Field, G., Frankenius, E., Henderson,
C., Henry, C., Kapphahn, M., Lundberg, L., Manson, H.,
Moller, J., Russell, M., Sefert-Schwind, J. & Spann, M. (2002).
Determination of crude protein in animal feed, forage,
grain, and oilseeds by using block digestion with a copper
catalyst and steam distillation into boric acid: collaborative
study. Journal of AOAC International, 85, 309–317.

Ungerfeld, E. M. (2015). Shifts in metabolic hydrogen sinks in
the methanogenesis-inhibited ruminal fermentation: A
meta-analysis. Frontiers in Microbiology, 6, 37.

Vucko, M. J., Magnusson, M., Kinley, R. D., Villart, C. & de Nys, R.
(2017). The effects of processing on the in vitro antimetha-
nogenic capacity and concentration of secondary metab-
olites of Asparagopsis taxiformis. Journal of Applied
Phycology, 29, 1577–1586.

Wang, Y., Xu, Z., Bach, S. J. & McAllister, T. A. (2008). Effects of
phlorotannins from Ascophyllum nodosum (brown seaweed)
on in vitro ruminal digestion of mixed forage or barley grain.
Animal Feed Science and Technology, 145, 375–395.

Wood, J. M., Kennedy, F. S. & Wolfe, R. S. (1968). Reaction of
multihalogenated hydrocarbons with free and bound
reduced vitamin B12. Biochemistry, 7, 1707–1713.

Yáñez-Ruiz, D. R., Bannink, A., Dijkstra, J., Kebreab, E.,
Morgavi, D. P., ÓKiely, P., Reynolds, C. K., Schwarm, A.,
Shingfield, K. J., Yu, Z. & Hristov, A. N. (2016). Design,
implementation and interpretation of in vitro batch
culture experiments to assess enteric methane mitigation
in ruminants—a review. Animal Feed Science and
Technology, 216, 1–18.

Zeitz, J. O., Ineichen, S., Soliva, C. R., Leiber, F., Tschuor, A.,
Braun, U., Kreuzer, M. & Clauss, M. (2016). Variability in
microbial population and fermentation traits at various
sites within the forestomach and along the digestive tract
as assessed in goats fed either grass or browse. Small
Ruminant Research, 136, 7–17.

8 C. ALVAREZ ET AL.


	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Animals and feeding
	In vitro incubation
	Sample analyses
	Calculations and statistical analyses

	Results
	Pre-incubation rumen fluid
	Incubated fluid

	Discussion
	Pre-incubation rumen fluid
	Incubated rumen fluid
	Effect of rumen content collection site
	Effect of the seaweed Asparagopsis taxiformis

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Disclosure statement
	ORCID
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile ()
  /CalRGBProfile (Adobe RGB \0501998\051)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 300
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.245 841.846]
>> setpagedevice


