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Abstract

Background: The functional annotation of genomes, including chromatin accessibility and modifications, is
important for understanding and effectively utilizing the increased amount of genome sequences reported.
However, while such annotation has been well explored in a diverse set of tissues and cell types in human and
model organisms, relatively little data are available for livestock genomes, hindering our understanding of complex
trait variation, domestication, and adaptive evolution. Here, we present the first complete global landscape of
regulatory elements in cattle and explore the dynamics of chromatin states in rumen epithelial cells induced by the
rumen developmental regulator—butyrate.

Results: We established the first global map of regulatory elements (15 chromatin states) and defined their
coordinated activities in cattle, through genome-wide profiling for six histone modifications, RNA polymerase II,
CTCF-binding sites, DNA accessibility, DNA methylation, and transcriptome in rumen epithelial primary cells (REPC),
rumen tissues, and Madin-Darby bovine kidney epithelial cells (MDBK). We demonstrated that each chromatin state
exhibited specific enrichment for sequence ontology, transcription, methylation, trait-associated variants, gene
expression-associated variants, selection signatures, and evolutionarily conserved elements, implying distinct
biological functions. After butyrate treatments, we observed that the weak enhancers and flanking active
transcriptional start sites (TSS) were the most dynamic chromatin states, occurred concomitantly with significant
alterations in gene expression and DNA methylation, which was significantly associated with heifer conception rate
and stature economic traits.

Conclusion: Our results demonstrate the crucial role of functional genome annotation for understanding genome
regulation, complex trait variation, and adaptive evolution in livestock. Using butyrate to induce the dynamics of
the epigenomic landscape, we were able to establish the correlation among nutritional elements, chromatin states,
gene activities, and phenotypic outcomes.
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Introduction
Ruminants evolved from simple-stomached animals by
transforming into foregut microbial fermenters that
could digest grasses and complex carbohydrates [1]. In
ruminants, the rumen is central to feed efficiency, me-
thane emission, and productive performance. Rumen mi-
crobes digest simple and complex carbohydrates (fiber)
and convert them into volatile fatty acids (VFAs; mainly
acetic, propionic, and butyric acids), and in fact, VFAs
can provide 50 to 70% of a cow’s energy requirements
[2]. Interestingly, VFAs not only are nutrients critical to
the energy metabolism of the ruminant, but also appear
to be responsible for the differentiation during post-natal
rumen development [3]. Butyrate has been established as
the most potent among VFAs in the induction of
changes in cellular functions [4]. Roles for butyrate have
been established in the cell differentiation, proliferation,
and motility, as well as the induction of cell cycle arrest
and apoptosis [5]. Our previous research showed that
butyrate can regulate DNA histone modification [6] and
gene networks, controlling cellular pathways including
cell signaling, proliferation, and apoptosis [7]. In
addition, butyrate is a histone deacetylase (HDAC) in-
hibitor that alters histone acetylation and methylation
[8] and, therefore, also functions as an epigenomic regu-
lator [9]. Thus, butyrate-induced biological effects in bo-
vine cells may serve as a paradigm of epigenetic
regulation and serve as a model for understanding the
full range of butyrate’s potential biological roles and mo-
lecular mechanisms in cell growth, proliferation, and en-
ergy metabolism [10].
Researchers have discovered a plethora of regulatory

elements for controlling genome activities (e.g., gene ex-
pression) in human and model organisms, which play
central roles in normal development and diseases, hence
dramatically improving our biological interpretation of
the primary DNA sequence [11–15]. The Roadmap Epi-
genomics Consortium (2015) defined 15 chromatin
states (e.g., promoter/transcript-associated and large-
scale repressive states) in humans by combining five his-
tone marks and demonstrated that those states have spe-
cific enrichments for DNA methylation and accessibility,
as well as for non-exonic evolutionary conserved ele-
ments, indicating their distinct biological roles [15].
Kazakevych et al. reported that chromatin states were
dramatically changed during the specialization and dif-
ferentiation of intestinal stem cells in adult humans, sug-
gesting their important roles in normal organ
development [16]. In addition to the basic research of
genomic biology, having a complete functional annota-
tion of genomes will contribute to understanding the
genomic underpinning of complex traits and diseases,
thus benefiting precision medicine in humans. For in-
stance, through partitioning heritability of complex traits

by different functional annotations, Finucane et al. re-
vealed that the heritability of immunological diseases
was highly enriched in FANTOM5 enhancers [17].
Speed and Balding increased the genomic prediction ac-
curacy for complex traits and diseases in both humans
and the mouse by differentially weighting genomic vari-
ants according to their functional annotations [18].
Although functional annotation of genomes has been

well explored in a diverse set of tissues and cell types in
human and model organisms, livestock genomes lack
such functional annotation. Investigating the global
regulatory elements of genomes in livestock not only in-
forms us their basic biology, but also enhances the exe-
cution of genomic improvement programs [19, 20]. As
shown in previous studies, even with limited functional
annotations, investigators could improve QTL detection
and genomic prediction for complex traits of economic
importance in dairy cattle, particularly in multi-breed
scenarios [21–25]. To produce comprehensive maps de-
tailing the functional elements in the genomes of domesti-
cated animal species, a coordinated international effort,
the Functional Annotation of Animal Genomes (FAANG)
project, was launched in 2015 [26].
To obtain a complete global landscape of regulatory ele-

ments in cattle and to explore the dynamics of chromatin
states in rumen epithelial cells induced by butyrate (a key
regulator for rumen development and an HDAC inhibitor
[27]) at early developmental stages, we have conducted the
following four experiments (Fig. 1). In the first study, we
profiled 26 genome-wide data sets in parallel at high reso-
lution for four histone modifications (i.e., H3K4me3,
H3K4me1, H3K27ac, and H3K27me3), DNA accessibility
(ATCT-seq), CTCF-binding sites, DNA methylation, and
RNA expression in the newly established rumen epithelial
primary cells (REPC) before and after (24 h) butyrate treat-
ment, respectively. We then systematically defined and
characterized 15 chromatin states by integrating those epi-
genomic marks with dozens of genome-wide data sets, in-
cluding sequence ontology, multiple-tissues/species gene
expression, DNA methylation, transcription factors, REPC-
specific genes, regulatory motif instances, evolutionary con-
servation elements, large-scale genome-wide association
study (GWAS) signals of 45 complex traits, cattle QTLdb,
expression quantitative trait loci (eQTLs), and selection sig-
natures in cattle. To understand molecular mechanisms
underlying rumen development, we explored the dynamics
in chromatin states, DNA methylation, and gene expres-
sion, as well as their interplays before and after butyrate
treatment. To validate our findings, we conducted another
three experiments, where we sequenced three histone mod-
ifications (H3K27ac, H3K9ac, and H3K9me3) and RNA
polymerase II (RNA poly II) across the entire genome from
rumen tissues before and after weaning (experiment 2), be-
fore and after butyrate treatment (experiment 3), and in
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Madin-Darby bovine kidney epithelial cells (MDBK) before
and after butyrate treatment (experiment 4), respectively.
We verified that the identified chromatin states and butyr-
ate-induced molecular dynamics in REPC were generally
consistent in rumen tissues and MDBK. Our study demon-
strated the vital role of functional annotation for under-
standing gene regulation, complex trait variation,
domestication, and adaptive evolution in livestock. Our data
sets will serve as a valuable resource for interpreting the
biological and genetic data sets in cattle, such as GWAS of
diverse complex phenotypes, and thereby benefiting their
genomic improvements.

Results
General characteristics of epigenomic, DNA methylation,
and transcriptomic data sets
Among the four experiments, we generated a total of 38
genome-wide epigenomic data sets at a high resolution, in-
cluding six different histone marks (H3K4me3, H3K4me1,
H3K27ac, H3K27me3, H3K9ac, and H3K9me3), RNA poly
II, ATAC, and CTCF, producing a total of 1,545,698,388
clean paired-end reads with an average uniquely mapping
rate of 73.20%. Additionally, we profiled six RNA-seq data
sets and six whole-genome bisulfite sequencing (WGBS)

data sets from REPC to explore changes in gene expression
and DNA methylation before and after (24 h) butyrate
treatment, producing a total of 83,648,115 (the average
uniquely mapped rate of 86.9%) and 362,173,297 (31.9%)
clean paired-end reads, respectively. Details of summary
statistics for all 50 newly generated data sets are described
in Additional file 2: Table S1.
For all 38 epigenomic data sets, as shown in Add-

itional file 1: Figure S1a, we obtained a total of 1,624,657
peaks with an average of 42,754 (ranging from 738 for
RNA pol II in the rumen tissue before weaning to 187,
475 for H3K27ac in MDBK following butyrate treat-
ment). In general, we obtained more peaks from the two
cell lines (i.e., REPC and MDBK) than actual rumen tis-
sues, possibly reflecting a sensitivity issue for measuring
epigenomic marks in the actual tissues. The correspond-
ing genome coverage for peaks in each sample had an
average of 1.31% (ranging from 0.01% for RNA poly II in
rumen tissue to 11.87% for H3K27me3 in REPC follow-
ing butyrate treatment) (Additional file 1: Figure S1b).
At 24 h post butyrate treatment in REPC, we observed
CTCF, H3K27me3, and H3K4me3 generally increased
their genome coverage percentage, whereas H3K27ac,
H3K4me1, and ATAC lost their genome coverage

Fig. 1 The global study design. Gray boxes represent four distinct studies conducted in rumen epithelial primary cells (REPC) before and after (24
h) butyrate treatment (experiment 1), in rumen tissues before and after weaning (experiment 2), in rumen tissues before and after butyrate
treatment (experiment 3), and in Madin-Darby bovine kidney epithelial cells (MDBK) before and after butyrate treatment (experiment 4),
respectively. Orange boxes illustrate epigenomic marks generated in each condition per study. Green boxes describe genome-wide data sets
used for functional annotation for 15 chromatin states defined in REPC. Pink boxes outline butyrate-induced variations identified in chromatin
states, gene expression, and DNA methylation, as well as their potentially affected traits and tissues. Dashed lines denote validation steps we used
for findings in REPC by using results generated in experiments 2, 3, and 4. The numbers in the square brackets are the number of assays
generated in the current study
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percentage (Additional file 1: Figure S1b). We observed
that the repressive histone mark, H3K27me3, exhibited a
greater peak length than the other epigenomic marks
(Additional file 1: Figure S2). These epigenomic marks
exhibited a bimodal distribution along with their nearest
genes, with one peak overlapped with the corresponding
gene body and the other ~ 100 kb away from the gene
body (Additional file 1: Figure S3). The first peak agrees
with the enrichment of transcriptional start sites (TSS)
with epigenomic marks, indicating the existence of cis-
regulatory mechanisms underlying gene expression [28].
The second peak might imply the existence of long-
range regulatory elements (e.g., enhancers and insula-
tors); however, further researches are required for a bet-
ter understanding of its functional impacts on the gene
activities. Both of the two repressive histone marks,
H3K27me3 and H3K9me3, exhibited a higher peak at ~
100 kb away from the gene body compared to the other
epigenomic marks (Additional file 1: Figure S3). In
addition, we found that correlations of peak-length vs.
exon-length were higher than those of peak-length vs.
gene-length and peak-length vs. chromosome-length
(Additional file 1: Figure S4–S6), indicating the epige-
nomic peaks were more likely to be associated with
exons as compared to genes and chromosomes. This
might support that epigenomic marks play important
roles in the transcriptional regulation [11, 15]. We also
observed that CTCF and ATAC from the REPC sets
were associated with many active histone modifications
(e.g., H3K4me1, H3K4me3, RNA poly II, H3K9ac, and
H3K27ac) in both REPC and rumen tissues (Add-
itional file 1: Figure S7a), demonstrating that epigenomic
modification shared certain similarities between the pri-
mary cells and rumen tissues. We identified that gene
expression correlations of samples within groups (three
biological replicates) were very high (r > 0.99), with a clear
separation between samples from control and butyrate treat-
ment (Additional file 1: Figure S7b). However, DNA methy-
lation correlations among the six samples did not show a
clear group-based pattern (Additional file 1: Figure S7c),
consistent with the concept that DNA methylation is a rela-
tively long-term regulator of gene expression compared to
other epigenomic modifications [29]. This suggests that
DNA methylation may not regulate transcriptional changes
in a short term, such as tested here for only 24 h after butyr-
ate treatment.

Systematic definition and characterization of 15
chromatin states in cattle
The particular combinations of epigenomic marks in a gen-
omic region can have distinct biological functionality, often
known as distinct chromatin states [13]. Here, we defined
15 chromatin states along the genome, including elements
such as promoter/transcript-, enhancers-, bivalent TSS/

enhancers-, and repressive-associated states, through the
integration of four histone modifications with ATAC and
CTCF data in REPC (Fig. 2a–c). The first three states iden-
tified were (1) strongly active promoters/transcripts, indi-
cating active TSS (TssA); (2) flanking active TSS
(TssAFlnk); and (3) transcribed at gene 5′ and 3′ (TxFlnk),
which were found to cover 1.88% of the entire genome.
They were characterized by a high frequency of H3K4me3
in common and high enrichments near promoter regions
(± 1 kb around TSS of 24,616 Ensembl genes), protein-cod-
ing regions, zinc finger genes, transcription factors [30], and
expressed genes (FPKM > 0, n = 14,839), but not repressed
genes (FPKM= 0, n = 9777) (Fig. 2d, e). TssA also exhibits
a characteristically high enrichment for CpG islands, corre-
sponding to a low level of DNA methylation (Fig. 2f),
thereby enhancing the expression of nearby genes and con-
firming the well-known negative correlation of promoter
methylation and gene expression [31]. Meanwhile,
TssAFlnk and TxFlnk exhibited high levels of methylation,
again consistent with high DNA methylation levels of gene
bodies being positively correlating to gene expression [31].
By further evaluating gene TSS and TES, we observed that
the first three states had high enrichment in the neighbor-
hood (± 2 kb) of TSS and TES for expressed genes in REPC,
but not for repressed genes (Fig. 2g, h). TssA centered at
TSS of expressed genes, while TssAFlnk and TxFlnk
flanked around TSS of expressed genes (Fig. 2g, h). The
transition parameters (reflecting the proximal genomic lo-
cations) among chromatin states learned from
ChromHMM suggested that the first three states were
more likely to transition among one another rather than to
other states, while TssAFlnk was more likely to transition
to the quiescent state than TssA and TxFlnk were (Fig. 2i).
We detected genes (n = 1230) with specifically high ex-

pression in REPC by comparing gene expression of
REPC to that of 77 other somatic tissues and cell types
from cattle, while excluding similar tissues in the gastro-
intestinal tract (Additional file 1: Figure S8). We found
REPC-specific genes were significantly engaged in oxida-
tion-reduction and metabolic processes (Additional file 1:
Figure S8) and more likely to be enriched for active en-
hancers (chromatin states 4–6: active enhancer, EnhA;
active enhancer with ATAC, EnhAATAC; and weak ac-
tive enhancer, EnhWk) as compared to the other chro-
matin states (Fig. 2e), indicating the tissue specificity of
many enhancers for ensuring tissue-specific gene expres-
sion [32]. The neighboring regions of both TSS and TES
of REPC-specific genes were enriched for the active pro-
moter/transcript-associated states (chromatin states 1–
3) (Fig. 2g, h). We observed that ATAC peaks (chroma-
tin state 10) were highly enriched for CpG islands and
satellite DNA, suggesting that chromatin structure of
CpG islands and satellite DNA create an accessible en-
vironment for RNA polymerase II and other
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transcriptional components to bind [33]. Of note was
the flanking bivalent TSS/enhancers (chromatin state 12,
BivFlnk, covering 0.56% of the entire genome), which
was not only enriched near TSS of expressed genes but
was also enriched near TSS of repressed genes. BivFlnk
also had a low level of DNA methylation and had high
enrichment for CpG islands, promoter regions, and tran-
scription factors, similar to active promoter/transcript-
associated states (Fig. 2d–f). We observed that repressive
Polycomb (chromatin state 13, ReprPC, covering 3.58%
of the entire genome) exhibited higher enrichment near
repressed genes than expressed genes and had a high
level of DNA methylation (Fig. 2e, f), indicative of their
critical roles in gene repression. The transition parame-
ters among chromatin states learned from ChromHMM
suggested that the weak/poised enhancer-associated

states and ATAC state were more likely to transition to
the quiescent state than any other states (Fig. 2i).
By overlapping chromatin states with epigenomic

marks in rumen tissues and the MDBK cell line, we vali-
dated that chromatin states associated with TssA,
TssAFlnk, TxFlnk, EnhA, and EnhAATAC (chromatin
states 1–5) were highly over-represented for the two his-
tone marks associated with promoters and enhancers
(H3K9ac and H3K27ac). In contrast, these chromatin
states were not over-represented for the repressive his-
tone mark (H3K9me3), in both rumen tissues and
MDBK (Fig. 3a). We also found TssA profoundly
enriched for RNA poly II among rumen tissues and
MDBK. Of note, DNA methylation patterns of 15 chro-
matin states in rumen tissues were highly similar to
those in REPC (Figs. 2f and 3b). For instance, TssA was

Fig. 2 Definition and characteristics of 15 chromatin states in rumen epithelial primary cells (REPC). a, b Definitions and abbreviations of 15
chromatin states, respectively. c Emission probabilities of individual epigenomic marks for each chromatin state. d Genomic coverages of
chromatin states. e Enrichments of chromatin states for diverse genomic annotations, including CpG islands, gene contents (promoters were
defined as ± 1 kb around transcription start site, TSS), expressed genes (FPKM > 0, n = 14,839) in REPC, repressive genes (FPKM = 0, n = 9777) in
REPC, transcription factors (TF), genes specifically highly expressed in REPC (REPC_SG, n = 1230), and common repeats. f DNA methylation across
15 chromatin states in REPC. g, h Enrichments of chromatin states around ± 2 kb of TSS and TES of expressed genes, repressive genes, and REPC-
SG genes, respectively. i Probabilities of chromatin state transitions learned from ChromHMM, reflects the proximal genomic locations among
chromatin states
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also hypomethylated in rumen tissue (Fig. 3b). We fur-
ther identified that TssA had the highest enrichment for
non-exonic mammalian conserved elements (Fig. 3c).
These observations demonstrate the majority of defined
chromatin states in REPC were consistent across the tis-
sues and cell types tested [15]. One divergent finding
was that the chromatin state BivFlnk only enriched for
H3K9ac and H3K27ac in rumen tissues and cells not
MDBK, suggesting its possible tissue/cell type specificity
(Fig. 3a). Similarly, ATAC state profoundly enriched for
RNA poly II and the repressive histone mark, H3K9me3,
in rumen tissues but not for MDBK (Fig. 3a). By examin-
ing the 117,077 QTLs for 545 complex traits in cattle
QTLdb (release 37, Dec. 23, 2018) [34], we confirmed
that active promoters/transcripts (chromatin states 1–3),
followed by BivFlnk, exhibited the highest enrichment
for all these QTLs as compared to the other chromatin
states evaluated (Fig. 3d). Because previous studies
showed that the majority of eQTLs were conserved
across tissues [28, 35], we then overlapped chromatin
states with muscle eQTLs in cattle [36] and revealed that
weak enhancers (chromatin states 6 and 9) and TxFlnk

had the highest enrichment for eQTLs among all 15
chromatin states (Fig. 3e). We also demonstrated that
active promoters/transcripts had the highest enrichment
for selection signatures that were detected in five cattle
breeds in our previous study [37] (Fig. 3f), demonstrat-
ing that positive selection is more likely to be associated
with active promoters and transcripts.
Our large-scale GWAS signal enrichment analysis re-

vealed that active promoters and transcripts (i.e., TssA,
TssAFlnk, and TxFlnk) were the top enriched chromatin
states across 45 complex traits of economic importance in
the US Holstein population (Fig. 3g), in line with the find-
ings in cattle QTLdb (Fig. 3d). Interestingly, enhancer-as-
sociated regions (e.g., EnhA, EnhWk, EnhAATAC, and
EnhPoisATAC), which were likely to be tissue specific,
were specifically enriched for body type traits (particularly
for stature) and somatic cell score (an indicator of mastitis
resistance), suggesting the potential roles of rumen epithe-
lial cells in growth and innate immune responses (Fig. 3g).
The motif enrichment analysis revealed that 136 out of
922 tested motifs were significantly (adjusted P < 0.01)
enriched in TssA, mainly including motif families of zinc

Fig. 3 Functional characteristics of 15 chromatin states. a Fold of enrichments for epigenomic marks in rumen tissues (experiments 2 and 3) and
the MDBK cell line (experiment 4). CO and BT represent the control and butyrate treatment groups, respectively, while BE and AF represent
before and after weaning, respectively. b DNA methylation patterns of the 15 chromatin states in rumen tissue. c Fold of enrichments for non-
coding mammalian conserved elements (GERP). d Fold of enrichments for 117,077 QTLs (length < 10 kb) of 545 complex traits in cattle QTLdb. e
Fold of enrichments for 11,602 muscle eQTLs in cattle. f Fold of enrichments for 585 selected regions in 5 cattle breeds. The statistical
significance for enrichments were calculated using Fisher’s exact test, where “**” means P < 0.01. g GWAS signal enrichments of 45 complex traits
in the US Holstein population. h The top five enriched motifs among the four representative chromatin states
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finger (n = 21), AP2EREBP (n = 40), and C2C2dof (n = 20)
(Additional file 3: Table S2). This observation demon-
strates that TssA is a hotspot for transcription regulatory
factors, and implies that highly expressed genes also re-
quire a complex regulatory mechanism to ensure their
proper function. We found that BivFlnk enriched for simi-
lar motifs as TssA, whereas ReprPC and EnhWk enriched
for distinct motifs, such as Atoh1 and Tcf12, which belong
to the bHLH family (Fig. 3h).
To explore relationships between chromatin states and

gene expression, we classified genes into four categories
with distinct chromatin states, including (1) genes (n =
13,981) with TssA (TssA-genes), (2) genes (n = 4197)
with poised enhancers (chromatin state 7, EnhPois) but
not TssA (EnhPois-genes), (3) genes (n = 2452) with
BivFlnk but not TssA (BivFlnk-genes), and (4) genes
(n = 4126) with ReprPC but not TssA (ReprPC-genes).
We found that TssA-genes had the highest expression in

REPC, followed by EnhPois-genes (Fig. 4a). We also ob-
served that TssA-genes and BivFlnk-genes had a higher
CG density and a greater gene-length than EnhPois-
genes and ReprPC-genes (Fig. 4b; Additional file 1:
Figure S9). By examining dn/ds ratios of orthologous
genes (protein evolution) in human vs. cattle, mouse vs.
cattle, dog vs. cattle, pig vs. cattle, and sheep vs. cattle,
we found that TssA-genes and BivFlnk-genes were also
consistently constrained evolutionarily compared to the
other two gene sets (Fig. 4c; Additional file 1: Figure S10).
We observed that TssA-genes were consistently highly
expressed among 89 somatic tissues and cell types in cat-
tle, indicative of the conservation of TssA among tissues
and cell types, whereas BivFlnk-genes tended to have a
higher expression in brain regions compared to other tis-
sues and cell types (Fig. 4d), indicating a probable regula-
tory connection between the brain and the digestive
system [38]. We further confirmed that orthologues of

Fig. 4 Characteristics of four gene sets with distinct chromatin states. Genes with active promoters (TssA; n = 13,981), genes with poised
enhancers but not active promoters (EnhPois; n = 4197), genes with flanking bivalent TSS/enhance but not active promoters (BivFlnk; n = 2452),
and genes with repressive Polycomb but not active promoters (ReprPC; n = 4126). a, b Comparisons of expression and CG percentages among
the four gene sets, respectively. c The dn/ds ratio comparison for the four gene sets corresponding to human-cattle orthologous genes. The
statistical significances for comparisons were calculated using t test, where “***” means P < 0.001. d The expression (median of log2 (FPKM+ 1)) for
the four gene sets across 88 somatic tissues and cell types in cattle
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TssA-genes were conservatively expressed at high levels
among 53, 159, and 174 major tissues in human, mouse,
and sheep, respectively (Additional file 1: Figure S11–S13).
Functional enrichment analysis identified that TssA-genes
were significantly engaged in basic cellular processes, in-
cluding the peptide biosynthetic process, translation, and
RNA and enzyme binding, as well as main function in the
nucleolus (Additional file 1: Figure S14a-d). In contrast, the
remaining three groups of genes were significantly involved
in the signaling receptor and hormone activities, and organ-
ismal development, as well as function at the extracellular
space (Additional file 1: Figure S14a-d). These findings fur-
ther indicate that the chromatin state of active promoters is
evolutionarily conserved at both DNA sequence and gene
expression levels, which is consistent with our previous re-
sults demonstrating methylation patterns in the promoters
of orthologous genes in sperm were generally conserved
across mammals [25].

Butyrate-induced changes in chromatin states, gene
expression, and DNA methylation
The four histone marks, CTCF, and ATAC of butyrate-
treated REPC were assayed as a vital step towards a
comprehensive understanding of the molecular mechan-
ism of butyrate-induced genome activities [39]. After 24-
h treatment of REPC with 5 mM butyrate in the media,
we observed the greatest changes in chromatin states for
the weak enhancer and TssAFlnk states, which showed
6.43- and 2.04-fold increases in their overall proportion
of regions as compared to the control group, respectively
(Fig. 5a). In total, we detected 1266 differentially expressed
genes (DEGs) induced by butyrate treatment, including 934
up- and 332 downregulated DEGs, respectively (Add-
itional file 4: Table S3 and Additional file 5: Table S4).
Interestingly, we found that TSS of upregulated DEGs (±
20 kb) acquired enrichments for TssA and TxFlnk, while
losing enrichment for BivFlnk and ReprPC following butyr-
ate exposure, demonstrating that a portion of BivFlnk likely

Fig. 5 Butyrate-induced dynamics in chromatin states, gene expression, and their associated traits and tissues. a Relative proportion of changed
regions induced by butyrate treatment (24 h) in rumen epithelial primary cells (REPC). The relative proportion of changed regions for a chromatin
state was calculated as the altered (increased or decreased) length of this chromatin state during butyrate treatment divided by the total length
of this particular chromatin state before treatment. b Changes of enrichment folds of upregulated (left) and downregulated (right) differentially
expressed genes (DEGs) for 15 chromatin states before and after butyrate treatment, respectively. c Significantly enriched KEGG pathways for up-
and downregulated DEGs, respectively. d GWAS signal enrichments of DEGs for 45 complex traits in cattle. The red dashed line corresponds to
Bonferroni-corrected P value = 0.05. e Tissue-specific gene enrichment analysis (hypergeometric test) for DEGs
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transitioned into active promoters/transcripts post butyrate
treatment, and thereby increased the net expression of the
corresponding genes (Fig. 5b). The TSS of downregulated
DEGs decreased TssA, TssAFlnk, and TxFlnk enrichments
likely explaining the concomitant reduction in their gene
expression (Fig. 5b). These findings demonstrate the crucial
interplay between chromatin states and gene expression in
rumen epithelial cells during butyrate exposure. Functional
enrichment analysis further illustrated that upregulated
DEGs were engaged in the cAMP signaling pathway, ara-
chidonic acid metabolism, and Ras signaling pathway, while
downregulated DEGs were involved in the cell cycle, DNA
replication, and oocyte meiosis (Fig. 5c). Interestingly,
GWAS signal enrichment analysis demonstrated that these
DEGs were also significantly associated with economic
traits in dairy cattle, like heifer conception rate and stature
(Fig. 5d). Tissue-specific gene enrichment analysis further
revealed that these DEGs were highly expressed not only in
the digestive system (e.g., ileum and duodenum) but also in
the brain regions (e.g., hippocampus and frontal cortex)
(Fig. 5e; Additional file 6: Table S5), providing putative evi-
dence for the existence of a gut-brain axis, possibly due to
direct or indirect interaction between enteric microbiota
and the central nervous system [40]. Although the vast ma-
jority of DNA methylation was retained during butyrate
treatment, the total of 40 differentially methylated regions
(DMRs) exhibited the highest enrichment for ATAC and
BivFlnk states (Additional file 1: Figure S15; Additional file 7:
Table S6).
On a genome-wide basis, we observed 61.41% of

BivFlnk was retained after 24-h butyrate treatments as
compared to the control group, while ~ 20% transitioned
to active promoter/transcript states (the first three chro-
matin states), indicating upregulation of the correspond-
ing genes (Additional file 1: Figure S16a). Noticeably, we
found 470 out of 934 upregulated DEGs (± 20 kb) were
associated with the transition from BivFlnk to active
promoter/transcript states (TssA, TaaAFlnk, and
TxFlnk) at 24 h post butyrate treatment, and fold
changes of these genes were significantly greater than
the other upregulated DEGs (Additional file 1: Figure
S16b). The remaining upregulated DEGs were more
likely to gain the chromatin state associated with the
weak enhancer, followed by BivFlnk and active enhancer
(Additional file 1: Figure S16c). In addition, we found
that 266, 453, and 729 out of the 934 upregulated DEGs
gained at least one of the three active epigenomic marks
(i.e., H3K9ac, H3K27ac, and RNA pol II) in the rumen
tissue after weaning, in the rumen tissue after butyrate
treatment, and in MDBK after butyrate treatment, re-
spectively (Fig. 6a). By examining the transcriptome data
in MDBK before and after butyrate treatment [41], we
confirmed that expression levels of those 729 genes were
also significantly upregulated at 24 h post butyrate

treatment (Fig. 6b), indicating that butyrate might in-
duce similar cellular responses across different cell types
and tissues. We showed one example—ARC gene which
plays key roles in the regulation of both synaptic plasti-
city and immune system [42, 43] (fold change = 23.26) in
Fig. 6c as an example of upregulated DEGs whose chro-
matin state transitioned from BivFlnk to TssA,
TssAFlnk, and TxFlnk after butyrate treatment.
Among the first three active chromatin states, we ob-

served that TssA was more stable during butyrate treat-
ment, as 76.03% retained, while only 59.94% and 43.19%
of TssAFlnk and TxFlnk were retained, respectively. Of
note was TssAFlnk, which transitioned 11.31% to the qui-
escent state, whereas only 0.07% and 0.54% transitioned
for TssA and TxFlnk, respectively (Additional file 1: Fig-
ure S17a). Within the 332 downregulated DEGs (± 20Kb),
we found the top five most dynamic chromatin states in-
duced by butyrate treatment were transitions from
TssAFlnk and TxFlnk to the weak enhancer, quiescent,
active enhancer, and poised enhancer (Additional file 1:
Figure S17a). We found that 289, 179, and 302 out of the
332 downregulated DEGs (± 20Kb) also exhibited a loss of
at least one of the three active epigenomic marks (i.e.,
H3K9ac, H3K27ac, and RNA pol II) in the rumen tissues
after weaning, in the rumen tissues with butyrate treat-
ment, and in MDBK with butyrate treatment, respectively
(Fig. 6d). By examining the transcriptome from MDBK
cell responses before and after butyrate treatment, we
verified that expression of 302 out of 332 genes was sig-
nificantly downregulated at 24 h with butyrate treatment
(Fig. 6e). We showed changes of individual epigenomic
marks of MAD2L1 gene (fold change = − 27.54) before
and after butyrate treatment in Fig. 6f, as an example of
the downregulated DEGs. MAD2L1 is a key component of
the mitotic spindle assembly checkpoint and associates
with multiple tumor processes [44, 45].

Discussion
In summary, we established the first global map of regu-
latory elements (15 unique chromatin states) and de-
fined their coordinated activities in cattle, through
genome-wide profiling for six specific histone modifica-
tions, RNA polymerase II, CTCF-binding sites, DNA ac-
cessibility, DNA methylation, and transcriptomes in
rumen epithelial primary cells (REPC), rumen tissues,
and Madin-Darby bovine kidney epithelial cells (MDBK).
Functional annotations of genome in the REPC capture
a remarkable diversity of genomic functions encoded by
distinct chromatin states and show that a majority of
them are consistent across tissues and cell types. We
identified significant associations of chromatin states
with gene expression and DNA methylation, as well as
demonstrated the importance of comprehensive functional
annotation to facilitating the improved understanding of
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the genetic basis underpinning complex trait variation,
eQTLs, positive selection, and adaptive evolution in cattle.
Our findings directly support the concept that proximal
regulatory elements contribute to positive selection and
adaptive evolution of modern sheep breeds, while a previ-
ous study reported a similar idea through cross-species
mapping of human functional annotation data on to the
sheep genome [51]. Additionally, we observed that a large
proportion (~ 70%) of the cattle genome of rumen REPC
exists in a quiescent state, similar to findings from human
tissues where approximately two thirds of the reference epi-
genome in each tissue and cell type are quiescent [15, 52].
Ruminant species utilize VFAs as their major nutrient en-

ergy resources [3]. Most of the VFAs are uptaken and uti-
lized in the rumen epithelium and other gastrointestinal

organs [2]. The intrinsic necessities of VFAs add a level of
increased sensitivity to ruminant cells. The full range of the
biological roles and the molecular mechanisms that butyr-
ate may play in bovine genomic activities has been inten-
sively studied in vitro and in vivo. At 5-mM concentration,
butyrate induces specific changes of gene expression and
epigenomic landscapes in MDBK cells [5–7, 10, 41]. Com-
paring to the MDBK cell line, REPC provides a better in
vitro model and mimic the rumen epithelium much closely
than MDBK cells. To validate the data from in vitro experi-
ment with REPC, in vivo experiments with the rumen tis-
sues before and after weaning and rumen tissues before
and after butyrate treatment by direct infusion [53] were
also performed with ChIP sequencing. Our data suggested
that the majority of defined chromatin states in REPC were

Fig. 6 Comparisons of differentially expressed genes (DEGs) and alterations of chromatin states in REPC, rumen tissues, and MDBK. a Overlaps of
upregulated DEGs post butyrate treatment in REPC with genes gaining at least one of three active epigenomic marks (H3K9ac, H3K27ac, and RNA
pol II) after butyrate treatment or weaning in rumen tissues or after butyrate treatment in MDBK, respectively. b Comparison of expression for 729
upregulated DEGs also gaining active epigenomic marks in MDBK before and after butyrate treatment. c Changes of individual epigenomic marks
of ARC gene before and after butyrate treatment in REPC, shown as an example of upregulated DEGs that have the chromatin state transition
from BivFlnk to active promoter/transcript (highlighted region). The bars are read-counts of the input epigenomic sequence within each 200-bp
window. d Overlaps of downregulated DEGs post butyrate treatment in REPC with genes losing at least one of three active epigenomic marks
(H3K9ac, H3K27ac, and RNA pol II) after butyrate treatment or weaning in rumen tissues or after butyrate treatment in MDBK, respectively. e
Comparison of expression for 302 downregulated DEGs also losing active epigenomic marks in MDBK before and after butyrate treatment. f
Changes of individual epigenomic marks of MAD2L1 gene before and after butyrate treatment in REPC, shown as an example of downregulated
DEGs exhibiting the chromatin state transition from TssAFlnk to quiescence (Quies) (highlighted regions)
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generally consistent across tissues and cell types. Certainly,
future studies with additional epigenomic marks and tis-
sues/cell types are required for a more comprehensive func-
tional annotation of the cattle genome and validation of the
essential roles of butyrate played in rumen development
and genetic activities.
Furthermore, our data provided strong verification

that butyrate can change the epigenomic landscapes and
chromatin states in both rumen tissues and cell lines,
resulting in specific changes in gene expression and in-
fluencing rumen differentiation/development. We illus-
trated that the up- and downregulated genes induced by
butyrate treatment exhibited distinctive variations in
chromatin states and altered biological functions. It has
been generally accepted that histone modifications play
a crucial role in controlling gene expression. Butyrate, as
a native HDAC inhibitor, re-induces histone post-trans-
lational modifications and, thus, regulates cell growth,
apoptosis, and cell differentiation in many types of can-
cer [46]. Many previously published reports were dedi-
cated to the biological effects of butyrate on cancer cells.
As a result, there is a wealth of knowledge on butyrate
as an HDAC inhibitor, the role of aberrant histone
acetylation in tumorigenesis, and the potential for cancer
chemoprevention and therapy [46–49]. There is little, if
any, information about the biological impacts of butyrate
in “normal” cells. And there is even less literature avail-
able addressing the fundamental mechanism of epige-
nomic regulatory activities of butyrate in rumen
development and function. The HDAC inhibition activ-
ity of butyrate makes it a uniquely suited inducer for
specific changes in the epigenomic landscape in the fore-
gut of ruminants. Delineating the extent to which the
epigenomic landscape and chromatin states are modified
by butyrate-induced histone post-translational modifica-
tion is a critical step in the path to understanding how
this nutrient is perturbing specific transcriptomes at the
mechanistic level. By surveying butyrate-induced dy-
namic variation of chromatin states concomitantly with
changes in transcription activities observed in REPC, for
the first time, we were able to establish strong correla-
tions between nutritional elements, histone modifica-
tions, chromatin states, genomic activities, and cellular
functions in cattle. Our findings also shed light on the
putative use of HDAC functionality in chemoprevention
therapies for malignant and non-malignant, hyperproli-
ferative, and inflammatory disorders in humans [50].

Conclusions
We established the first global map of regulatory elements
(15 chromatin states) and defined their coordinated activ-
ities in cattle. By integrating a range of genome-wide data
sets, such as multiple-tissues/species gene expression, DNA
methylation, trait-associated variants, selection signatures,

and evolutionary conservation elements, we demonstrate
the crucial role of functional genome annotation for under-
standing genome regulation, complex trait variation, and
adaptive evolution in livestock. Using butyrate to induce
the dynamics of the epigenomic landscape, we observed the
correlation among nutritional elements, chromatin states,
gene activities, and phenotypic outcomes.

Methods
Sample collections and next-generation sequencing
In the current study, all animal procedures were con-
ducted under the approval of the Beltsville Agricultural
Research Center (BARC) Institutional Animal Care
Protocol Number 15-008. Animal experimental proce-
dures (butyrate infusion and rumen biopsies), RNA ex-
traction, and sequencing were detailed in our previous
report [53]. Rumen primary epithelial cells were isolated
from a 2-week-old Holstein bull calf fed with milk re-
placer only. The methods for rumen epithelial cell isola-
tion and culture were reported previously [54]. The
MDBK cell line was purchased from ATCC (ATCC
CCL-22; Manassas, VA, USA) and grown in Eagle’s es-
sential medium with 5% fetal bovine serum.

Butyrate treatment of cell culture
Ruminant species have evolved to metabolize the short-
chain fatty acids to fulfill up to 70% of their nutrient en-
ergy requirements [2, 55]. The concentration of short-
chain fatty acids in ruminant species is much higher
than that in humans and other animals [2]. Based on our
previous experiment with MDBK cells, treatment of 5
mM butyrate in vitro can induce significant changes in
histone acetylation level and transcription activities with-
out induced significant apoptosis [6]. Thus, 5 mM butyr-
ate was added to the culture medium for 24 h for
butyrate treatment of cells.
ATAC-seq, CTCF-seq, and ChIP-seq of H3K27ac,

H3K27m3, H3K4m1, and H3K4m3 in rumen primary
epithelial cells (RPEC) were performed by using NextSeq
500 (Illumina, Inc. San Diego, CA, USA) at Active Motif,
Inc. (Carlsbad, CA, USA). ChIP-seq of rumen epithelial
tissues and MDBK cells was performed as reported in
our earlier publication [10]. In short, DNA recovered
from a conventional ChIP procedure was quantified
using the QuantiFluor fluorometer (Promega, Madison,
WI, USA). The DNA integrity was verified using the
Agilent Bioanalyzer 2100 (Agilent; Palo Alto, CA, USA).
The DNA was then processed, including end repair,
adaptor ligation, and size selection, using an Illumina
sample prep kit following the manufacturer’s instruc-
tions (Illumina, Inc., San Diego, CA, USA). Final DNA
libraries were validated and sequenced at 75-nt per se-
quence read, using an Illumina HiSeq 2500 platform.
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RNA extraction and RNA sequencing
RNA extraction was following the procedure reported pre-
viously [41]. Total RNA from six rumen epithelial cell
samples was extracted using Trizol (Invitrogen, Carlsbad,
CA, USA) followed by DNase digestion and Qiagen
RNeasy column purification (Qiagen, Valencia, CA, USA).
The RNA integrity was verified using Agilent Bioanalyzer
2100 (Agilent, Palo Alto, CA, USA). High-quality RNA
(RNA integrity number [RIN]: 9.0) was processed using an
Illumina TruSeq RNA sample prep kit following the man-
ufacturer’s instruction (Illumina, Inc., San Diego, CA,
USA). After quality control (QC) procedures, individual
RNA-seq libraries were pooled based on their respective
sample-specific 6-bp (base pairs) adaptors and paired-end
sequenced at 150 bp/sequence reads (PE150) using an
Illumina HiSeq 2500 sequencer.

Whole-genome bisulfite sequencing (WGBS)
All experiments were carried out following published
procedures [56–58]. Briefly, DNA from REPC culture
was isolated by phenol/chloroform extraction. DNA
(100 ng) was bisulfite-converted and subjected to library
preparation using the Pico Methyl-Seq™ Library Prep Kit
(Zymo) following the instructions of the supplier. High-
sensitivity DNA chips were used to assess libraries for
quality on the Agilent Bioanalyzer and quantified with
Qubit fluorometer. Libraries were sequenced on an Illu-
mina HiSeq2500 (150-bp paired-end sequencing).

Bioinformatics analyses for all epigenomic marks, RNA-
seq, and DNA methylation
We removed raw reads that failed Illumina’s quality fil-
ter. In the REPC study, we generated a total of 385,544,
396 and 428,908,598 clean paired-end reads for four
ATAC-seq data sets and ten ChIP-seq data sets, respect-
ively, using Illumina NextSeq 500. We also generated a
total of 39,941,058 paired-end clean reads as the random
background input. For the remaining three studies, we
generated a total of 731,245,394 paired-end clean reads,
and 3,247,857 and 5,709,815 paired-end clean reads as
the random background input for the rumen tissue and
MDBK studies, respectively. We then mapped clean
reads to the cattle reference genome (UMD3.1.1) using
the BWA algorithm with default settings [59]. We only
kept reads uniquely aligned with less than two mis-
matches for the subsequent analysis. We employed
MACS2.1.1 for peak calling with default parameter set-
tings by looking for significant enrichment in the studied
samples when compared to the input data file (i.e., ran-
dom background) [60]. We calculated peak correlations
among all 38 epigenomic samples using the following
strategy. Briefly, we computed the correlation of sample
A with sample B as the number of peaks in A over-
lapped with B, divided by the total number of peaks in

A, while the correlation of B with A as the number of
peaks in B overlapped with A, divided by the total num-
ber of peaks in sample B.
We employed a multivariate Hidden Markov Model

(HMM), implemented in ChromHMM version 1.18 [61],
to define 15 chromatin states using 200-bp sliding win-
dows through combining all six epigenomic marks and
one input random background in REPC. This method
could provide an unbiased and systematic chromatin
state discovery along the whole genome [13, 61]. We
computed the enrichment fold of each state for each ex-
ternal annotation (e.g., CpG islands) as (C/A)/(B/D),
where A is the number of bases in the chromatin state,
B is the number of bases in the external annotation, C is
the number of bases overlapped between state and the
external annotation, and D is the number of bases in the
genome. We calculated the significance of enrichment
using Fisher’s exact test.
For all 12 RNA-seq and WGBS data sets in the REPC

study (three biological replicates in each condition), we
did quality control and trimming by employing FastQC
(https://www.bioinformatics.babraham.ac.uk/projects/
fastqc/) and Trim_Galore (version 0.4.1) (https://www.
bioinformatics.babraham.ac.uk/projects/trim_galore/),
respectively. Generally, we removed adapters and reads
with low quality (Q < 20) or shorter than 20 bp. For
RNA-seq, we used STAR aligner [62] and Cufflinks soft-
ware tools [63] to quantify gene expression and conduct
differentially expression analysis, where only the
uniquely mapped reads were used. We used the FPKM
value of each gene as its normalized expression level.
We defined DEGs as Bonferroni-corrected P value less
than 0.05 and log2(fold change) greater than 2. For
WGBS, all clean data were mapped to the cattle refer-
ence genome (UMD 3.1.1) using bowtie2 [64]. We then
applied Bismark software [65] with default settings to
extract methylcytosine information. We kept loci with at
least 10 clean reads coverage for further analyses. We
determined DMRs using methylKit with 500-bp window
size and 500-bp step size [66]. Briefly, we used a logistic
regression model, implemented in the calculateDiffMeth
function, to detect DMRs. We computed P values by
comparing the model fitness of alternative models (with
treatment effects) to the null model (without treatment
effects) and corrected to q values for multiple testing
using the SLIM method [67]. We considered q value less
than 0.05 and the absolute value of the difference in
methylation greater than 10% as DMRs.

GWAS signal enrichment analysis
We applied a sum-based marker set test, implemented by
the R package for Quantitative Genetic and Genomic ana-
lyses (QGG package; http://psoerensen.github.io/qgg/), for
GWAS signal enrichment analyses across all 15 chromatin
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states and butyrate-induced DEGs. Previous studies dem-
onstrated that this approach has equal or better power
than other commonly used marker set tests, particularly
in highly polygenic complex phenotypes [23, 24, 68–70].
Briefly, we calculated the following summary statistics for
each genomic feature (e.g., a chromatin state or a list of
DEGs):

T sum ¼
Xm f

i¼1
b2;

where Tsum is the summary statistics for each genomic
feature, b is the SNP effect in the single-marker GWAS;
b2 is the square of b, and mf is the number of SNPs
overlapped a genomic feature being tested. We deter-
mined the association of a genomic feature with a
complex trait by a 10,000-times circular-genotype per-
mutation test for Tsum of the genomic feature. We calcu-
lated an empirical P value for the genomic feature as the
proportion of random Tsum from permutation greater
than the observed Tsum. In total, we analyzed 45 com-
plex traits, including 18 body conformation, 6 milk pro-
duction, 12 reproduction, 8 health, and 1 feed efficiency.
The details of the signal-marker GWAS analyses (im-
puted sequence marker; n = ~ 3 million) for body con-
formation, reproduction, and milk production traits
from 27,214 US Holstein bulls could be found in [71].
The details of health traits (imputed sequence marker;
n = ~ 3 million) for ~ 10,000 bulls could be found in
Freebern et al. (2019, submitted), while the details of
feed efficiency (high-density marker; n = ~ 300,000) for
3947 Holstein cows (i.e., residual feed intake, RFI) were
described by Li et al. (2019, accepted in J Dairy Sci).

Tissue enrichment analysis for DEGs and other down-
stream bioinformatics analysis
To detect tissue/cell types that may be associated
with DEGs induced by butyrate treatment, we con-
ducted enrichment analyses for these DEGs using tis-
sue/cell type-specific genes. We previously uniformly
analyzed a total of 732 RNA-seq data sets to detect
tissue/cell type-specific genes while accounting for
known covariates (e.g., sex and age), including 91 dif-
ferent tissue/cell types in cattle. The details of the tis-
sue/cell type-specific genes were summarized by Fang
et al. (2019; submitted; https://github.com/Lingzhao-
Fang1/Cattle-GeneAtlas). For tissue/cell type-specific
genes, we chose the top 5% of genes that were specif-
ically highly expressed in a tissue/cell type as the cor-
responding tissue/cell type-specific genes. We then
employed a hypergeometric test, similar to GO en-
richment analysis implemented in clusterProfiler [72].
For exploring the biological function of a list of
genes, we conducted the gene functional enrichment
analysis using R package clusterProfiler [72], where a

hypergeometric test, based on the current GO and
KEGG databases, was employed. We used HOMER
(http://homer.ucsd.edu/homer/motif/) to conduct the
motif enrichment analysis for chromatin states con-
sidering the whole genome as background. We ad-
justed P values for multiple testing using the FDR
method.
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data sets. Figure S3. Distribution of distances between peaks and their
nearest genes for all 38 epigenomic data sets. Figure S4. Correlations of
peak-length vs. chromosome-length for all 38 epigenomic data sets.
Figure S5. Correlations of peak-length vs. gene-length for all 38
epigenomic data sets. Figure S6. Correlations of peak-length vs. exon-
length for all 38 epigenomic data sets. Figure S7. Correlations of
epigenomic, RNA-seq, and DNA methylation data sets. Figure S8. Genes
specifically highly expressed (n = 1230; top 5%) in rumen epithelial
primary cells (REPC). Figure S9. Gene-length distribution across the four
gene sets. Figure S10. The dn/ds ratio comparison for the four gene sets
corresponding to orthologous genes across mammals. Figure S11. The
expression levels of the four orthologous gene sets in 53 human tissues.
Figure S12. The expression levels of the four orthologous gene sets
across 159 mouse tissues. Figure S13. The expression levels of the four
orthologous gene sets in 174 sheep tissues. Figure S14. Functional
enrichment analysis for the four gene sets. Figure S15. Enrichment of
chromatin states for differentially methylated regions induced by butyrate
treatment in rumen epithelial primary cells (REPC). Figure S16. Butyrate-
induced dynamics in chromatin states and gene expression. Figure S17.
Associations of downregulated differentially expressed genes (down-
DEGs) with alterations of chromatin states. (DOCX 6756 kb)

Additional file 2: Table S1. Mapping summary of all the epigenome,
RNA-seq, and DNA methylation data sets. (XLSX 17 kb)

Additional file 3: Table S2. Motif enrichment analysis for 13 chromatin
states (excluding repressed polycomb and quiescent states). (XLSX 730 kb)

Additional file 4: Table S3. Summary of upregulated differentially
expressed genes (DEGs) detected in rumen epithelial primary cells (REPC)
before and after (24 h) butyrate treatment. (XLSX 131 kb)

Additional file 5: Table S4. Summary of downregulated differentially
expressed genes (DEGs) detected in rumen epithelial primary cells (REPC)
before and after (24 h) butyrate treatment. (XLSX 70 kb)

Additional file 6: Table S5. Enrichment analysis of differentially
expressed genes (DEGs) for tissue-specific genes across 91 tissues/cell
types in cattle. (XLSX 47 kb)

Additional file 7: Table S6. Significantly differentially methylated
regions in rumen epithelial primary cells (REPC) before and after (24 h)
butyrate treatment. (XLSX 12 kb)

Abbreviations
BivFlnk: Flanking bivalent TSS/enhancers; DEG: Differentially expressed genes;
DMR: Differentially methylated regions; EnhA: Active enhancer;
EnhAATAC: Active enhancer with ATAC; EnhWk: Weak active enhancer;
eQTL: Expression quantitative trait loci; HDAC: Histone deacetylase;
MDBK: Madin-Darby bovine kidney epithelial cells; REPC: Rumen epithelial
primary cells; REPC-SG: REPC-specific genes; ReprPC: Repressive Polycomb;
TES: Transcriptional end sites; TSS: Transcriptional start sites; TssA: Active TSS;
TssAFlnk: Flanking active TSS; TxFlnk: Transcribed at gene 5′ and 3′;
VFA: Volatile fatty acids; WGBS: Whole-genome bisulfite sequencing

Acknowledgements
We thank Reuben Anderson, Mary Bowman, Donald Carbaugh, Christina
Clover, Cecelia Niland, and Sara McQueeney for the technical assistance and
sample collection. We thank the Council on Dairy Cattle Breeding for the

Fang et al. BMC Biology           (2019) 17:68 Page 13 of 16

https://github.com/LingzhaoFang1/Cattle-GeneAtlas
https://github.com/LingzhaoFang1/Cattle-GeneAtlas
http://homer.ucsd.edu/homer/motif/
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12915-019-0687-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12915-019-0687-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12915-019-0687-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12915-019-0687-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12915-019-0687-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12915-019-0687-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12915-019-0687-8


genotype, phenotype, and pedigree data; Interbull for global trait
evaluations; and the anonymous reviewers for many helpful comments.
Mention of trade names or commercial products in this article is solely for
the purpose of providing specific information and does not imply
recommendation or endorsement by the US Department of Agriculture. The
USDA is an equal opportunity provider and employer.

Authors’ contributions
LF, GEL, and CJL conceived and designed the experiments. EEC, RLB, GEL,
and CJL collected samples and/or generated data. LF, SLL, ML, XK, SDL, BL,
AT, and LM performed computational and statistical analyses. LF, EEC, RLB,
AT, LM, GEL, and CJL wrote the paper. All authors read and approved the
final manuscript.

Funding
This work was supported in part by AFRI grant numbers 2013-67015-20951,
2016-67015-24886, and 2019-67015-29321 from the USDA National Institute
of Food and Agriculture (NIFA) Animal Genome and Reproduction Programs
and BARD grant number US-4997-17 from the US-Israel Binational Agricul-
tural Research and Development (BARD) Fund. B. Li was supported in part by
an appointment to the Agriculture Research Service (ARS) Research Participa-
tion Program, administered by the Oak Ridge Institute for Science and Edu-
cation through an interagency agreement between the U.S. Department of
Energy and ARS. G.E. Liu was supported by appropriated project 8042-31000-
001-00-D, “Enhancing Genetic Merit of Ruminants Through Improved Gen-
ome Assembly, Annotation, and Selection” of the Agricultural Research Ser-
vice of the United States Department of Agriculture. E.E. Connor, R. L
Baldwin, and C-J Li were supported by appropriated project 8042-31310-078-
00-D, “Improving Feed Efficiency and Environmental Sustainability of Dairy
Cattle through Genomics and Novel Technologies”. A. Tenesa was funded by
the Roslin Institute Strategic Programme Grants BBS/E/D/10002070 and BBS/
E/D/30002275.

Availability of data and materials
All high-throughput sequencing data analyzed in this study are deposited in
NCBI GEO database under accession number GSE129423 [73]. The annotated
chromatin states of REPC and all the peaks of epigenomic marks in this study
are publicly available at [74]. All the data will be deposited in the FAANG
portal in the near future and be available to FAANG project community. The
reference genome and gene annotation files (including all the sequence
ontology, orthologues genes among mammals, and evolutionarily conserved
regions) of UMD3.1.1 were downloaded from Ensembl v94 [75]. The Cattle
QTLdb (release 37, Dec. 23, 2018) was obtained from [34]. The gene expres-
sion among 53 tissues in human was obtained from [76]. The gene expres-
sion among 153 tissues in mouse was downloaded from [77]. The gene
expression among 174 tissues in sheep was downloaded from [78]. The tran-
scriptional factors in cattle were obtained from [30]. The selection signatures
in cattle were obtained from [37]. The eQTLs of muscle in cattle were ob-
tained from [36].

Ethics approval and consent to participate
All animal procedures were conducted under the approval of the Beltsville
Agricultural Research Center (BARC) Institutional Animal Care Protocol
Number 15-008.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author details
1Animal Genomics and Improvement Laboratory, BARC, Agricultural Research
Service, USDA, Beltsville, MD 20705, USA. 2Department of Animal and Avian
Sciences, University of Maryland, College Park, MD 20742, USA. 3College of
Animal Science and Technology, China Agricultural University, Beijing
100193, China. 4College of Animal Science and Technology, Shaanxi Key
Laboratory of Agricultural Molecular Biology, Northwest A&F University,
Yangling 712100, Shaanxi, China. 5College of Agriculture, Ningxia University,
Yinchuan 750021, China. 6Guangdong Provincial Key Lab of Agro-Animal
Genomics and Molecular Breeding and Key Lab of Chicken Genetics,

Breeding and Reproduction, Ministry of Agriculture, College of Animal
Science of South China Agricultural University, Guangzhou 510642, China.
7The Roslin Institute, University of Edinburgh, Edinburgh EH4 2XU, UK.

Received: 29 May 2019 Accepted: 5 August 2019

References
1. Chen G, Sniffen C, Russell J. Concentration and estimated flow of peptides

from the rumen of dairy cattle: effects of protein quantity, protein solubility,
and feeding frequency. J Dairy Sci. 1987;70:983–92.

2. Bergman EN. Energy contributions of volatile fatty acids from the
gastrointestinal tract in various species. Physiol Rev. 1990;70:567–90.

3. Liu L, Sun D, Mao S, Zhu W, Liu J. Infusion of sodium butyrate promotes
rumen papillae growth and enhances expression of genes related to rumen
epithelial VFA uptake and metabolism in neonatal twin lambs. J Anim Sci.
2019;97:909–21.

4. Smith PM, Howitt MR, Panikov N, Michaud M, Gallini CA, Bohlooly-y M, et al.
The microbial metabolites, short-chain fatty acids, regulate colonic Treg cell
homeostasis. Science. 2013;341:569–73.

5. Li CJ, Elsasser TH. Butyrate-induced apoptosis and cell cycle arrest in bovine
kidney epithelial cells: involvement of caspase and proteasome pathways. J
Anim Sci. 2005;83:89–97.

6. Li RW, Li C. Butyrate induces profound changes in gene expression related
to multiple signal pathways in bovine kidney epithelial cells. BMC
Genomics. 2006;7:234.

7. Li CJ, Li RW, Wang YH, Elsasser TH. Pathway analysis identifies perturbation
of genetic networks induced by butyrate in a bovine kidney epithelial cell
line. Funct Integr Genomics. 2007;7:193–205.

8. Marinova Z, Leng Y, Leeds P, Chuang DM. Histone deacetylase inhibition
alters histone methylation associated with heat shock protein 70 promoter
modifications in astrocytes and neurons. Neuropharmacology. 2010;60:
1109–15.

9. Vahid F, Zand H, Nosrat-Mirshekarlou E, Najafi R, Hekmatdoost A. The role
dietary of bioactive compounds on the regulation of histone acetylases and
deacetylases: a review. Gene. 2015;562:8–15.

10. Shin JH, Li RW, Gao Y, Baldwin R, Li CJ. Genome-wide ChIP-seq mapping
and analysis reveal butyrate-induced acetylation of H3K9 and H3K27
correlated with transcription activity in bovine cells. Funct Integr Genomics.
2012;12:119–30.

11. Consortium EP. The ENCODE (ENCyclopedia of DNA elements) project.
Science. 2004;306:636–40.

12. Maston GA, Evans SK, Green MR. Transcriptional regulatory elements in the
human genome. Annu Rev Genomics Hum Genet. 2006;7:29–59.

13. Ernst J, Kellis M. Discovery and characterization of chromatin states for
systematic annotation of the human genome. Nat Biotechnol. 2010;28:817.

14. Yue F, Cheng Y, Breschi A, Vierstra J, Wu W, Ryba T, et al. A comparative
encyclopedia of DNA elements in the mouse genome. Nature. 2014;515:
355.

15. Kundaje A, Meuleman W, Ernst J, Bilenky M, Yen A, Heravi-Moussavi A, et al.
Integrative analysis of 111 reference human epigenomes. Nature. 2015;518:
317.

16. Kazakevych J, Sayols S, Messner B, Krienke C, Soshnikova N. Dynamic
changes in chromatin states during specification and differentiation of adult
intestinal stem cells. Nucleic Acids Res. 2017;45:5770–84.

17. Finucane HK, Bulik-Sullivan B, Gusev A, Trynka G, Reshef Y, Loh P-R, et al.
Partitioning heritability by functional annotation using genome-wide
association summary statistics. Nat Genet. 2015;47:1228.

18. Speed D, Balding DJ. MultiBLUP: improved SNP-based prediction for
complex traits. Genome Res. 2014;24:1550–7.

19. Georges M, Charlier C, Hayes B. Harnessing genomic information for
livestock improvement. Nat Rev Genet. 2018;20:135–56.

20. Giuffra E, Tuggle CK, FAANG Consortium T. Functional annotation of animal
genomes (FAANG): current achievements and roadmap. Annu Rev Anim
Biosci. 2019;7:65–88.

21. MacLeod I, Bowman P, Vander Jagt C, Haile-Mariam M, Kemper K,
Chamberlain A, et al. Exploiting biological priors and sequence variants
enhances QTL discovery and genomic prediction of complex traits. BMC
Genomics. 2016;17:144.

22. Fang L, Sahana G, Ma P, Su G, Yu Y, Zhang S, et al. Use of biological priors
enhances understanding of genetic architecture and genomic prediction of

Fang et al. BMC Biology           (2019) 17:68 Page 14 of 16



complex traits within and between dairy cattle breeds. BMC Genomics.
2017;18:604.

23. Fang L, Sahana G, Ma P, Su G, Yu Y, Zhang S, et al. Exploring the genetic
architecture and improving genomic prediction accuracy for mastitis and
milk production traits in dairy cattle by mapping variants to hepatic
transcriptomic regions responsive to intra-mammary infection. Genet Sel
Evol. 2017;49:44.

24. Fang L, Sørensen P, Sahana G, Panitz F, Su G, Zhang S, et al. MicroRNA-
guided prioritization of genome-wide association signals reveals the
importance of microRNA-target gene networks for complex traits in cattle.
Sci Rep. 2018;8:9345.

25. Fang L, Zhou Y, Liu S, Jiang J, Bickhart DM, Null DJ, et al. Comparative
analyses of sperm DNA methylomes among human, mouse and cattle
provide insights into epigenomic evolution and complex traits. Epigenetics.
2019;14:260–76.

26. Andersson L, Archibald AL, Bottema CD, Brauning R, Burgess SC, Burt DW, et
al. Coordinated international action to accelerate genome-to-phenome with
FAANG, the Functional Annotation of Animal Genomes project. Genome
Biol. 2015;16:57.

27. Górka P, Kowalski Z, Pietrzak P, Kotunia A, Jagusiak W, Holst JJ, et al. Effect
of method of delivery of sodium butyrate on rumen development in
newborn calves. J Dairy Sci. 2011;94:5578–88.

28. Consortium G. The Genotype-Tissue Expression (GTEx) pilot analysis:
multitissue gene regulation in humans. Science. 2015;348:648–60.

29. Moore LD, Le T, Fan G. DNA methylation and its basic function.
Neuropsychopharmacology. 2013;38:23–38.

30. de Souza MM, Zerlotini A, Geistlinger L, Tizioto PC, Taylor JF, Rocha MI, et al.
A comprehensive manually-curated compendium of bovine transcription
factors. Sci Rep. 2018;8:13747.

31. Wagner JR, Busche S, Ge B, Kwan T, Pastinen T, Blanchette M. The
relationship between DNA methylation, genetic and expression inter-
individual variation in untransformed human fibroblasts. Genome Biol. 2014;
15:R37.

32. Ong C-T, Corces VG. Enhancer function: new insights into the regulation of
tissue-specific gene expression. Nat Rev Genet. 2011;12:283.

33. Blackledge NP, Klose R. CpG island chromatin: a platform for gene
regulation. Epigenetics. 2011;6:147–52.

34. Hu Z-L, Park CA, Wu X-L, Reecy JM. Animal QTLdb: an improved database
tool for livestock animal QTL/association data dissemination in the post-
genome era. Nucleic Acids Res. 2012;41:D871–9.

35. Bouwman AC, Daetwyler HD, Chamberlain AJ, Ponce CH, Sargolzaei M,
Schenkel FS, et al. Meta-analysis of genome-wide association studies for
cattle stature identifies common genes that regulate body size in mammals.
Nat Genet. 2018;50:362–7.

36. Cesar AS, Regitano LC, Reecy JM, Poleti MD, Oliveira PS, de Oliveira GB, et al.
Identification of putative regulatory regions and transcription factors
associated with intramuscular fat content traits. BMC Genomics. 2018;19:499.

37. Xu L, Bickhart DM, Cole JB, Schroeder SG, Song J, Tassell CPV, et al. Genomic
signatures reveal new evidences for selection of important traits in
domestic cattle. Mol Biol Evol. 2014;32:711–25.

38. Foster JA, Neufeld K-AM. Gut–brain axis: how the microbiome influences
anxiety and depression. Trends Neurosci. 2013;36:305–12.

39. Hutt DM, Roth DM, Marchal C, Bouchecareilh M. Using histone deacetylase
inhibitors to analyze the relevance of HDACs for translation. Methods Mol
Biol. 2017;1510:77–91.

40. Carabotti M, Scirocco A, Maselli MA, Severi C. The gut-brain axis: interactions
between enteric microbiota, central and enteric nervous systems. Ann
Gastroenterol. 2015;28:203–9.

41. Wu S, Li RW, Li W, Li C-J. Transcriptome characterization by RNA-seq
unravels the mechanisms of butyrate-induced epigenomic regulation in
bovine cells. PLoS One. 2012;7:e36940.

42. Shepherd JD, Bear MF. New views of Arc, a master regulator of synaptic
plasticity. Nat Neurosci. 2011;14:279–84.

43. Ufer F, Vargas P, Engler JB, Tintelnot J, Schattling B, Winkler H, et al. Arc/
Arg3. 1 governs inflammatory dendritic cell migration from the skin and
thereby controls T cell activation. Sci Immunol. 2016;1:eaaf8665.

44. Percy MJ, Myrie KA, Neeley CK, Azim JN, Ethier SP, Petty EM. Expression and
mutational analyses of the human MAD2L1 gene in breast cancer cells.
Genes Chromosomes Cancer. 2000;29:356–62.

45. Foijer F, Albacker LA, Bakker B, Spierings DC, Yue Y, Xie SZ, et al. Deletion of
the MAD2L1 spindle assembly checkpoint gene is tolerated in mouse

models of acute T-cell lymphoma and hepatocellular carcinoma. Elife. 2017;
6:e20873.

46. Mrkvicova A, Chmelarova M, Peterova E, Havelek R, Baranova I, Kazimirova P,
et al. The effect of sodium butyrate and cisplatin on expression of EMT
markers. PLoS One. 2019;14:e0210889.

47. Dashwood RH, Myzak MC, Ho E. Dietary HDAC inhibitors: time to rethink
weak ligands in cancer chemoprevention? Carcinogenesis. 2006;27:344–9.

48. Myzak MC, Dashwood RH. Histone deacetylases as targets for dietary cancer
preventive agents: lessons learned with butyrate, diallyl disulfide, and
sulforaphane. Curr Drug Targets. 2006;7:443–52.

49. Myzak MC, Ho E, Dashwood RH. Dietary agents as histone deacetylase
inhibitors. Mol Carcinog. 2006;45:443–6.

50. Joanna F, van Grunsven LA, Mathieu V, Sarah S, Sarah D, Karin V, et al. Histone
deacetylase inhibition and the regulation of cell growth with particular
reference to liver pathobiology. J Cell Mol Med. 2009;13:2990–3005.

51. Naval-Sanchez M, Nguyen Q, McWilliam S, Porto-Neto LR, Tellam R, Vuocolo T, et
al. Sheep genome functional annotation reveals proximal regulatory elements
contributed to the evolution of modern breeds. Nat Commun. 2018;9:859.

52. Hoffman MM, Ernst J, Wilder SP, Kundaje A, Harris RS, Libbrecht M, et al.
Integrative annotation of chromatin elements from ENCODE data. Nucleic
Acids Res. 2012;41:827–41.

53. Baldwin RL, Li RW, Jia Y, Li CJ. Transcriptomic impacts of rumen epithelium
induced by butyrate infusion in dairy cattle in dry period. Gene Regul Syst
Bio. 2018;12:1177625018774798.

54. Baldwin RL. The proliferative actions of insulin, insulin-like growth factor-I,
epidermal growth factor, butyrate and propionate on ruminal epithelial cells
in vitro. Small Ruminant Res. 1999;32:261–8.

55. Kristensen NB, Danfaer A, Agergaard N. Absorption and metabolism of
short-chain fatty acids in ruminants. Arch Tierernahr. 1998;51:165–75.

56. Fang L, Jiang J, Li B, Zhou Y, Freebern E, Vanraden PM, et al. Genetic and
epigenetic architecture of paternal origin contribute to gestation lengthin
cattle. Commun Biol. 2019;2:100.

57. Gravina S, Dong X, Yu B, Vijg J. Single-cell genome-wide bisulfite
sequencing uncovers extensive heterogeneity in the mouse liver
methylome. Genome Biol. 2016;17:150.

58. Yu B, Dong X, Gravina S, Kartal O, Schimmel T, Cohen J, et al. Genome-wide,
single-cell DNA methylomics reveals increased non-CpG methylation during
human oocyte maturation. Stem Cell Reports. 2017;9:397–407.

59. Li H, Durbin R. Fast and accurate short read alignment with Burrows–
Wheeler transform. Bioinformatics. 2009;25:1754–60.

60. Zhang Y, Liu T, Meyer CA, Eeckhoute J, Johnson DS, Bernstein BE, et al.
Model-based analysis of ChIP-Seq (MACS). Genome Biol. 2008;9:R137.

61. Ernst J, Kellis M. ChromHMM: automating chromatin-state discovery and
characterization. Nat Methods. 2012;9:215.

62. Dobin A, Davis CA, Schlesinger F, Drenkow J, Zaleski C, Jha S, et al. STAR:
ultrafast universal RNA-seq aligner. Bioinformatics. 2013;29:15–21.

63. Trapnell C, Roberts A, Goff L, Pertea G, Kim D, Kelley DR, et al. Differential
gene and transcript expression analysis of RNA-seq experiments with
TopHat and Cufflinks. Nat Protoc. 2012;7:562–78.

64. Langmead B, Trapnell C, Pop M, Salzberg SL. Ultrafast and memory-efficient
alignment of short DNA sequences to the human genome. Genome Biol.
2009;10:R25.

65. Krueger F, Andrews SR. Bismark: a flexible aligner and methylation caller for
Bisulfite-Seq applications. Bioinformatics. 2011;27:1571–2.

66. Akalin A, Kormaksson M, Li S, Garrett-Bakelman FE, Figueroa ME, Melnick A,
et al. methylKit: a comprehensive R package for the analysis of genome-
wide DNA methylation profiles. Genome Biol. 2012;13:R87.

67. Wang H-Q, Tuominen LK, Tsai C-J. SLIM: a sliding linear model for
estimating the proportion of true null hypotheses in datasets with
dependence structures. Bioinformatics. 2010;27:225–31.

68. Rohde PD, Demontis D, Cuyabano BCD, Børglum AD, Sørensen P, Group G.
Covariance association test (CVAT) identifies genetic markers associated
with schizophrenia in functionally associated biological processes. Genetics.
2016;203:1901–13.

69. Sarup P, Jensen J, Ostersen T, Henryon M, Sørensen P. Increased prediction
accuracy using a genomic feature model including prior information on
quantitative trait locus regions in purebred Danish Duroc pigs. BMC Genet.
2016;17:11.

70. Sørensen IF, Edwards SM, Rohde PD, Sørensen P. Multiple trait covariance
association test identifies gene ontology categories associated with chill
coma recovery time in Drosophila melanogaster. Sci Rep. 2017;7:2413.

Fang et al. BMC Biology           (2019) 17:68 Page 15 of 16



71. Jiang J, Cole JM, Freebern E, Da Y, VanRaden PM, Ma L. Functional
annotation and Bayesian fine-mapping reveals candidate genes for
important agronomic traits in Holstein bulls. Commun Biol. 2019;2:212.

72. Yu G, Wang L-G, Han Y, He Q-Y. clusterProfiler: an R package for comparing
biological themes among gene clusters. OMICS. 2012;16:284–7.

73. Fang L, Liu S, Liu M, Kang X, Lin S, Li B, et al. Functional annotation of the
cattle genome through systematic discovery and characterization of
chromatin states and butyrate-induced variations. Gene Expression
Omnibus. 2019; https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3
A%2F%2Fwww.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov%2Fgeo%2Fquery%2Facc.cgi%3Facc%3
DGSE129423&amp;data=01%7C01%7C%7C2d3537bc2cfb49b9940708d7106
c5429%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C1&amp;sdata=ce%2
BS%2BBl5hoLhUszg1ea7%2Bk3OrFvJllUCjTUqyR46vek%3D&amp;reserved=0.

74. Fang L, Liu S, Liu M, Kang X, Lin S, Li B, et al. Functional annotation of the
cattle genome through systematic discovery and characterization of
chromatin states and butyrate-induced variations. Github Repository. 2019;
Available from: https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3
A%2F%2Fgithub.com%2FLingzhaoFang1%2FCattle-Genome-Functional-
Annotation&amp;data=01%7C01%7C%7C2d3537bc2cfb49b9940708d7106
c5429%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C1&amp;sdata=oaJ1
prPiV6GRQyvfiUmJDL1Liz7XUkY16YORoFHnK1I%3D&amp;reserved=0.

75. Hunt S, McLaren W, Gil L, Thormann A, Schuilenburg H, Sheppard D, et al.
Ensembl variation resources. Database. 2018;1. https://doi.org/10.1093/
database/bay119.

76. Consortium G. Genetic effects on gene expression across human tissues.
Nature. 2017;550:204.

77. Kawaji H, Kasukawa T, Forrest A, et al. The FANTOM5 collection, a data series
underpinning mammalian transcriptome atlases in diverse cell types. Sci
Data. 2017;4:170113.

78. Clark EL, Bush SJ, McCulloch MEB, et al. A high resolution atlas of gene
expression in the domestic sheep (Ovis aries). PLoS Genet. 2017;13:
e1006997.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Fang et al. BMC Biology           (2019) 17:68 Page 16 of 16

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov%2Fgeo%2Fquery%2Facc.cgi%3Facc%3DGSE129423&amp;data=01%7C01%7C%7C2d3537bc2cfb49b9940708d7106c5429%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C1&amp;sdata=ce%2BS%2BBl5hoLhUszg1ea7%2Bk3OrFvJllUCjTUqyR46vek%3D&amp;reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov%2Fgeo%2Fquery%2Facc.cgi%3Facc%3DGSE129423&amp;data=01%7C01%7C%7C2d3537bc2cfb49b9940708d7106c5429%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C1&amp;sdata=ce%2BS%2BBl5hoLhUszg1ea7%2Bk3OrFvJllUCjTUqyR46vek%3D&amp;reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov%2Fgeo%2Fquery%2Facc.cgi%3Facc%3DGSE129423&amp;data=01%7C01%7C%7C2d3537bc2cfb49b9940708d7106c5429%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C1&amp;sdata=ce%2BS%2BBl5hoLhUszg1ea7%2Bk3OrFvJllUCjTUqyR46vek%3D&amp;reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov%2Fgeo%2Fquery%2Facc.cgi%3Facc%3DGSE129423&amp;data=01%7C01%7C%7C2d3537bc2cfb49b9940708d7106c5429%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C1&amp;sdata=ce%2BS%2BBl5hoLhUszg1ea7%2Bk3OrFvJllUCjTUqyR46vek%3D&amp;reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov%2Fgeo%2Fquery%2Facc.cgi%3Facc%3DGSE129423&amp;data=01%7C01%7C%7C2d3537bc2cfb49b9940708d7106c5429%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C1&amp;sdata=ce%2BS%2BBl5hoLhUszg1ea7%2Bk3OrFvJllUCjTUqyR46vek%3D&amp;reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgithub.com%2FLingzhaoFang1%2FCattle-Genome-Functional-Annotation&amp;data=01%7C01%7C%7C2d3537bc2cfb49b9940708d7106c5429%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C1&amp;sdata=oaJ1prPiV6GRQyvfiUmJDL1Liz7XUkY16YORoFHnK1I%3D&amp;reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgithub.com%2FLingzhaoFang1%2FCattle-Genome-Functional-Annotation&amp;data=01%7C01%7C%7C2d3537bc2cfb49b9940708d7106c5429%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C1&amp;sdata=oaJ1prPiV6GRQyvfiUmJDL1Liz7XUkY16YORoFHnK1I%3D&amp;reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgithub.com%2FLingzhaoFang1%2FCattle-Genome-Functional-Annotation&amp;data=01%7C01%7C%7C2d3537bc2cfb49b9940708d7106c5429%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C1&amp;sdata=oaJ1prPiV6GRQyvfiUmJDL1Liz7XUkY16YORoFHnK1I%3D&amp;reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgithub.com%2FLingzhaoFang1%2FCattle-Genome-Functional-Annotation&amp;data=01%7C01%7C%7C2d3537bc2cfb49b9940708d7106c5429%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C1&amp;sdata=oaJ1prPiV6GRQyvfiUmJDL1Liz7XUkY16YORoFHnK1I%3D&amp;reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgithub.com%2FLingzhaoFang1%2FCattle-Genome-Functional-Annotation&amp;data=01%7C01%7C%7C2d3537bc2cfb49b9940708d7106c5429%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C1&amp;sdata=oaJ1prPiV6GRQyvfiUmJDL1Liz7XUkY16YORoFHnK1I%3D&amp;reserved=0
https://doi.org/10.1093/database/bay119
https://doi.org/10.1093/database/bay119

	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusion

	Introduction
	Results
	General characteristics of epigenomic, DNA methylation, and transcriptomic data sets
	Systematic definition and characterization of 15 chromatin states in cattle
	Butyrate-induced changes in chromatin states, gene expression, and DNA methylation

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Methods
	Sample collections and next-generation sequencing
	Butyrate treatment of cell culture
	RNA extraction and RNA sequencing
	Whole-genome bisulfite sequencing (WGBS)

	Bioinformatics analyses for all epigenomic marks, RNA-seq, and DNA methylation
	GWAS signal enrichment analysis
	Tissue enrichment analysis for DEGs and other down-stream bioinformatics analysis

	Additional files
	Abbreviations
	Acknowledgements
	Authors’ contributions
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Consent for publication
	Competing interests
	Author details
	References
	Publisher’s Note

