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Understanding microbiomes of the ruminant holobiont

The rumen microbiome iIs a major driver of enteric methane and
offers new, system-fit mitigation opportunities beyond diet alone.
Methane mitigation requires a multi-strategy approach combining
breeding, nutrition, and improved measurement and modelling; no
single solution will deliver at scale.

Microbiome-assisted breeding can deliver permanent, cumulative
reductions, but scaling requires affordable proxies and robust data
Infrastructure.

Effective solutions must be deployable In grazing systems, with
proven long-term efficacy, safety, and economic viability for farmers.

Why it matters for EU policy now

Enteric CH; is a potent greenhouse gas and represents an
energy loss for the animal. Waters et al. synthesise evidence
that 15-40% of between-animal variation in enteric CH; can
be associated with the rumen microbiome, and that a
relatively small set of microbes/consortia can explain
meaningful variation in emissions.

This supports policy and programming that moves beyond

“average diet effects” to system-fit solutions—especially for ‘

grazing and mixed systems, where practical mitigation
options are harder to deploy at scale.

Scale microbiome-assisted breeding
as a mainstream mitigation pathway

Selective breeding offers permanent, cumulative reductions, and the
review highlights that integrating microbiome information with host
genetics can improve prediction of CH4s phenotypes and support inclusion
of CH4; breeding values in programs.

Constraint: generating rumen microbiome data at scale is costly; the
paper emphasises the need for biomarkers (milk/plasma) and predictive
models to make deployment feasible.
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Make feed-additive mitigation deployable in real-world EU systems:

Effective inhibitors and dietary strategies exist (e.g., 3-NOP, certain seaweeds, lipids,
nitrates), but the review stresses practical barriers: delivery In grazing systems,
durability of effect, trade-offs (e.g., fibre digestibility at high lipid inclusion; nitrate
management and safety), farmer and consumer acceptability and economics.

Prioritise “hydrogen re-routing” to avoid wasted energy

and improve adoption:

A recurring outcome of successful CH, inhibition is increased H—meaning spared
reducing equivalents are not automatically converted into productive pathways (e.g.,
propionate or microbial biomass). The review identifies this as a key research frontier:
provide alternative sinks, stimulate commensals, or use direct-fed microbials to
capture energy rather than vent it.

Strengthen CH; modelling and MRV readiness using microbial information

where feasible:

Because direct measurement is costly, models are essential. The review describes
advances In empirical and mechanistic models, and highlights evidence that
Including microbial predictors can improve prediction accuracy and robustnhness—
relevant for farm decision tools and policy reporting.

= PRIORITY
w. RECOMMENDATIONS

e Support harmonised CH;-related phenotyping and data standards
compatible across Member States and production systems.

e Once validated, invest in scalable proxies (milk/plasma biomarkers;
prediction equations) to reduce reliance on expensive microbiome
sampling.

e Ensure data governance and interoperability between animal records,
genetics, feed data, and (where used) microbiome/biomarker datasets.

e Prioritise mitigation solutions that can be delivered reliably in grazing
and mixed systems (dose control, labour, logistics).

e Require evaluation frameworks that include productivity, health, welfare,
product quality, and economics, not only % CH, reduction.

e Support long-duration trials (e.g., 26 months where relevant) to assess
persistence, microbial adaptation, and side effects.

e Prioritise demonstration In conditions representative of EU diversity
(diets, breeds, climates, grazing intensity).
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4D Invest in “hydrogen re-routing” to convert mitigation into efficiency gains

e Fund R&I to develop alternative hydrogen sinks and combined strategies
that reduce H; losses and improve rumen energy capture.

e Support development/validation of direct-fed microbials and microbial
community interventions that work under practical feeding systems.

5 Improve CH,; estimation and MRV with validated models
oy (including microbial predictors where appropriate)

e Benchmark and validate prediction models across EU systems; evaluate
added value of microbial predictors for accuracy.

e Build pathways for models to support farm decision-making and credible
incentives, reducing uncertainty for reporting and programme evaluation.

Q Who should act?

- European Commission / EU programmes:
0 Set R&l priorities; support Iinteroperability and harmonised
methods; enable deployability and MRV alignment.

- Member States:
4 Integrate CH4 traits into breeding objectives and advisory systems;
support pilots Iin representative production systems.

- Breeding organisations & industry:
4 Implement data pipelines; deploy biomarker/proxy tools; co-invest
INn long-term trials and delivery solutions.
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