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AHHOTauMA. MUKpoOHOM pyOIla KUBOTHBIX IPEICTABISAET COOOH Upe3BBIUAHHO CIIOXHBIA MEXaHHU3M
Pa3IOXKEHUS CTPYKTYPhl OMOMACCHI BOJIOKOH, ITO3BOJISIONINI MEPEBAPHBATE KOPM KBauyHBIM. [10CKOIBKY
OouiblIasi 4acTh ChEJCHHOIO KOPMa COCTOUT M3 PACTHUTENBbHOW KIIETYaTKH, MUKPOOPTaHU3MbI, IPUHHMA-
IOlIMe yJyacTHe B e€ pa3jioKeHHH, UMEIOT OrPOMHOE 3HAYCHHUE JJIsl IKOJIOTHH MUKPOOHOTrOo cooOIecTBa
pyOIla M COCTOSIHHSI >KUBOTHOTO-XO3MHA. MUKpPOOHOIOTHIECKHE MPOIECCHl PyOIIOBOTO MHIIEBAPEHUS
OKa3bIBAIOT OOIBINOE BIMSHUE HA OKPYXKAIOMIyI0 cpeay. B mamHOM mureparypHOM 0030pe€ TMPOBOIUTCS
aHaJIM3 YH3MMOJIOTHYECKUX OCHOB JIETPaJIallii PACTUTEIBHOTO BOJIOKHA, AaETCS aHAJIHU3 PACIPOCTPAaHCHUS
[CHOB, KOJMPYIOIIMX KJICTYATKOIU3UPYIOIIUX MUKPOOPraHU3MOB. PaccMmarpuBaeTcs B3auMOJICHCTBHE
MUKPOOOB ¢ IPYTHMH MPEICTABUTEIIMA MUKPOOHOTHI pyOIla, B TOM YIHCIIE C OIEHKOH COYeTaHHOTO BIIU-
SIHUSL Ha CTPYKTYpy cooOiiecTBa. [IpencTaBieHHbIN aHATN3 UMEET BaXHOE 3HAUCHUE JUISI PA3BUTHS JKHU-
BOTHOBO/JICTBA B YaCTH Pa3pabOTKU M CO3JaHUS MPHUPOIOMNOJO0OHBIX TEXHOJIOTHH, OCHOBAHHBIX HA TPUH-
unax paboThl IPeIKeTyAKOB KBaYHbIX. M3yueHre JaHHBIX MPOLECCOB OyIeT ClIOCOOCTBOBATH JIyUIIEMy
MTOHUMAaHWIO MUKPOOHOH 3KOJIOTHH U SBOJIIONUH aHAYPOOHBIX 3KOCUCTEM.

KiroueBble c10Ba: KpymHBINA POraThlii CKOT, XKBavHbIC )KUBOTHBIC, PEPMEHTHI MUKPOOHOMa pyOIIa, TIT0-
KO3H/J] TUIPOJIA3bl, B3AUMOJISHCTBHISI MUKPOOPIaHU3MOB, MHKPOOHasi 3KOCHCTEMa, OroMacca pacTeHUil.

UDC 636.085

Segregation of biosubstrates in rumen. Microbial interactions in fiber degradation (review)

Maria S Miroshnikova'”
I Orenburg State University (Orenburg, Russia)
?Federal Research Centre of Biological Systems and Agrotechnologies of the Russian Academy of Sciences (Orenburg, Russia)

Summary. Ruminal microbiome is an extremely complex mechanism for the decomposition of the fiber
biomass structure. It allows ruminants to digest food. Most of the intake food consists of plant fiber and
microorganisms involved in its decomposition. So they are essential for the ecology of the microbial ru-
men community and the state of the host animal. The microbiological processes of rumen digestion have a
great impact on the environment. This literature review analyzes the enzymological basis of the plant fiber
degradation. It also analyzes the distribution of genes encoding fiber-lyzing microorganisms. The interac-
tion of microbes with other representatives of the rumen microbiota is considered, including the assess-
ment of the combined effect on the community structure. The presented analysis is important for the de-
velopment of animal science. It allows to develop and create nature-like technologies based on the princi-
ples of the ruminant pre-ventricles. The study of these processes will contribute to a better understanding
of microbial ecology and the evolution of anaerobic ecosystems.
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BBenenue.

[Ipobnema ncnonap30BaHUs PACTUTEIHHON OMOMACCHI CO 3HAUMTENBHBIM COJCPKaHMEM HEKpax-
MaibHbIX mosucaxapunoB (HKII) sBnsercs omHol u3 QyHIaMEHTANbHBIX B CEIBLCKOM XO3SHCTBE M pe-
muKHTe. Tak, B 9aCTHOCTH, B )KUBOTHOBOJICTBE XOPOIIO M3BECTHA MpobiaeMa Hed(p(HEKTHBHOTO UCTIOTb-
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30BaHMs] MOHOTaCTPUYHBIMU 3€pHA SUYMEHS, MIIEHULBI, PXKHU, APYTHMX KYJbTYp CO 3HAYUTEJILHOM n0Jsiel
HKII. B ckoTOBOACTBE MCHOIB30BAHUE COJIOMBI M JPYTUX KOPMOB CO 3HAUUTEJIBHBIM COJCPHKAHUEM Chl-
POl KIeTYaTKH orpaHndeHa OHOJOTHIECKUME OCOOCHHOCTAMU XHUBOTHHIX. [Ipu opranmsanuu nepepadboT-
KA OTXOZOB MPOM3BOJICTBA KPYISIHBIX KyJIBTYp M Maciia JI0 HACTOSIICTO BPEMEHHU KpaliHe Hu3Ka dddex-
TUBHOCTb HCIIOJIB30BAHMS JIy3TH, LIEIYXU U APYTUX OTXONOB. B TO ke BpeMs cOCTaB 3THX IPOLYKTOB
MO3BOJISIET PACCMATPUBATh MX KaK MEPCIEKTUBHOE CHIPHE JJISl MUIIEBON NMPOMBIIUIEHHOCTH U JKUBOTHO-
BoJICcTBA. [ TaBHas mpoOieMa — HU3Kass OMOIOTHIECKasl TOCTYITHOCTh OPTaHMYECKOTO BEIECTBA ITUX pac-
TUTENbHBIX KOMILIEKCOB.

B cBs31 ¢ 3TUM 0IHUM U3 MEPCIEKTUBHBIX pElIeHUI B OMOTEXHOJOTUH 21 BeKa CTaHET TeXHOJIO-
THsl IepepaboOTKU OTXOJOB CO 3HAUUTENBHBIM coaepkanreM HKII, yTo mpuHIMTIIATBEHO BO3MOXKHO Yepes3
HCTIOJIB30BaHUE MPHUPOIONONOOHBIX TEXHOJOTHH, OCHOBAHHBIX Ha MPUHIMIAX PAOOTHI MPEIKEIYyIKOB
*BayHbIX. L[ept0 3T0# paboTHI ABISIACE OLIEHKA OIBITA, HAKOIUIEHHOTO HAayKOH, 1o mpoliemMe B 001acTH
u3ydeHus pepMeHTaTHBHBIX cucTeM, pacierutonmx HKII B mpemkenykax *KBauHBIX.

Hderpagauus uejJi0J103bl.

B crenkax pacTUTENBHBIX KIETOK MOJEKYIBI IEIDTIOJIO3BI TECHO CBSI3aHBI C TEMHUIIEIITIONO30M,
JUTHUHOM M TIEKTHHOM, YTO 3HAYMTENBHO CHUKAET OMOJOCTYIHOCTH 3Toro BemiecTBa (Bayer EA et al,
1998). lnsa pasznoxeHusi paCTUTEIbHBIX BOJIOKOH HEOOXOJUM IUPOKHUHA MEepPevYeHb Pa3lnYHBIX THAPOJIa3
(Glycoside hydrolase, GH), neiicTByrommx Ha MOJIEKyJly Onomomumepa. B umciie u3BecTHBIX (pepMEeHTOB —
IIEJUTIONA3kl U TEeMHIICIUTIONIa3hl, KOTOPBIE CTPYIIIMPOBaHbl npuMepHo B 150 cemeiicte GH, xnaccuduimu-
POBaHHBIX B COOTBETCTBHHM C MX MOCIEAOBATECIBHOCTHIO, (YHKIMEN U CTPYKTYpHBIMHU cBoiicTBamu (Lom-
bard V et al., 2014).

Bo Bpems paciieruieHus meuTioI036I MOJIEKYJIIBI 3TOTO BEIISCTBA aTaKyIOTCs HA KOHIIAX HENH K-
30rII0KaHazaMu. [IpuuéM y pasnuyHbIX OpPraHU3MOB 3Ty (DYHKIHIO BBIMOJHSIOT pasHbIe SH3UMBI, Kak
MpaBmIIo, y OakTepuit ato — cemeiictBo GH48; a3pobubix rpubos — GH6, GH7; y anaspoOHbIX rpuboB —
GH6 u GH48. Y nemmononutndeckux Oakrepuit ¢pepmeHTsl GH48 BBHICOKO 3KCIIPECCHPYIOTCS U Tpea-
CTaBIISIOT cOOOM OCHOBHYIO YaCTh CEKPETUPYEMOTO Oelika TPH BBIPAITMBAHUH B YMCTOM KyIbType (Artzi L et
al., 2017). Bropas rpymnma neiioias, KOTOpble JeHCTBYIOT COBMECTHO C AK30TIIIOKaHAa3aMH, 3TO — JHJIO0-
TIFOKAaHAa3bl, KOTOPBIC PACHICTIISIOT IIEJUTIOJIO3HYIO 1eb H3HYTpU. OCHOBHBIC U3BECTHBIC SHIOTTIOKAHA3EI
cootBeTcTBYIOT cemelictBy GHS, GH8 u GH9 y 6akrepuii u cemerictsy GH6, GH7 u GH45 — y rputoB
(Lombard V et al., 2014). IToarpynna sHAOTIIOKaHAa3, U3BECTHAS KaK «POLIECCUBHBIC» IHJIOTIIOKAHA3HI,
JEHCTBYET CHaYana Kak SHJOTIIOKAHA3bI, PaCIIEeIUIss [elb U3HYTPH, a 3aTeM KakK SK30TIIOKaHA3bI, MPO-
JIOJTDKasl pacIIeIUICHUE OPTaHIMIECKIX MOJIEKYII.

Jerpaganus reMuuesIi0a03bl.

Iemurierronos3a ABISETCS BTOPHIM OCHOBHBIM KOMITOHEHTOM KJIETOYHOW CTCHKH PacTeHUN. ITOT
MOJTUCAXapU COCTOUT M3 PAa3MUYHBIX BEIIECTB, M3 KOTOPHIX Hamboyee pacrnpocTpaHéH kcwinad. Keunman
OpPraHM30BaH B LIEMOYKH, COCTOAIINE M3 KCHUJIO3HI (KCHIOOMO3HBIE 3BEHBS), KOTOPHIE Pa3BETBICHEBI pa3-
JUYHBIMU caxapaMu B OOKOBBIX Iersx. KcrmaHasbl rpynibl SHIOKCUIAHA3 OOBIYHO OTHOCSATCS K CeMel-
ctey GH10, GH11 u GH30. B cBoto ouepenp kcuinaHasbl 3k30KkcuiaHa3 — 310 cemerictBo GH43. Ilpu
CII0)KHOM XMMHYECKOM COCTaBe KCHJIAH OTHOCHTENBHO JIETKO M OBICTPO JTU3UPYETCS MUKPOOPTaHU3MaMH.

['pymnma BemecTB-KOMIOHEHTOB TEMHIICIUTIONO03b — MAaHHAH, KCUJIOTJIIOKAH M -TJIFOKaH — THIIPO-
nuzyetcs cemerictBamu ManHaHa3 GHS, GH26 u kcunormtoxkanas GHS, GH12, GH44 unu GH74.

Jerpaganus 10M0JHATEIbHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB PacTeHH.

[ToMuMO CTPYKTYpPHBIX MOJHCAXapUAOB B PACTUTEIBHOM OMOMacce MUPOKO MPEACTABICHB TaKHe
MOTHCAaXapuIbl, KaK KpaxMal, caxapa — IIoko3a U QpykTo3za. DepMEeHTaTHBHEIE CUCTEMBI, PACIICTUISIO-
[IMe pe3epBHBIC IMONHCAXaPHUIBl U caxapa, 3HAYUTEIHHO Mpomie. AMUIA3E], THAPOIU3YIOMINE Kpaxmall, B
OCHOBHOM oOTHocsATcs K cemeirictBy GHI13. Ilpu stom eciu a-amuiasbl OecOpSAO0YHO JNEHCTBYIOT Ha
KpaxMaJIbHbIe CyOCTpaThl, TO J-aMuIa3bl JEHCTBYIOT TOJIEKO ¢ HEBOCCTAHABIMBAIOIIETO KOHIIA menu. J{is
MIOJTHOTO PA3NIOKEHUSI Kpaxmaia TpeOyercs: feicTBie PepMEHTOB pa3BETBICHHUS, 1 OCHOBHBIM MIPOAYKTOM
pa3noKeHUsT KpaxMmana sIBIISIETCS MajbTo3a — AMCAaXapHua, COCTOSIINA M3 ABYX (-CBS3aHHBIX MOJICKYJI
[JIIOKO3bI, B OTJMYME OT IIeJUIOOMO3HOM E€AMHUIBI IIeJUTIONO3BI, KOTOopas mpejacTaBiser cobod f-
CBSI3aHHYIO TITFOKO3Y.



Kusommosoocmeo u kopmonpouzeoocmeo 2021 T. 104 Ne 1/ Animal Husbandry and Fodder Production 2021 Vol. 104 Is. 1
Teopusi 1 NpaKTHKA KOPMJIEHHUSI 111

depMeHTAaTHBHAS BOOPYXEHHOCTH MHUKPOOHOH KIIETKH 00ecledrnBaeT paclieruieHHe MEeKTHHA U
JIPYTUX MOIUCAXAPUAOB, MPUCYTCTBYIOMINX B OTHOCHUTEIFHO HU3KHAX KOJWYECTBAX B TKAHIX pPACTCHUH.
OTOT MepeYeHb MOXKET JAOMOJHITHCSA APYTUMHU BCIIOMOTATEIbHBIME (JEPMEHTAMHU, TAKHMHU KaK 3CTEPa3bl
YTJIEBOJIOB, JIMA3bl IMOJHMCAXapuIoB M JIMTHYECKUE MoJrcaxapuaMoHookcurenassl (Lombard V et al.,
2014). B cBoto ouepeab MOTUMEP apOMATUUYECKOTO JIMTHUHA pasilaracTcs OKUCIUTENbHBIMU ()epMEHTaMU,
TaKNMH KaK ITePOKCHIa3bl M JTaKKa3bl, B OCHOBHOM Ipoayunpyemsle Tpudamu (Pollegioni L et al., 2015).

@depMeHTATUBHBII MOTEHIIUA MUKpPOOUOMa pyoua.

MeTtareHOMHBIE HCCIECIOBaHUS BBIIBIIM IIUPOKUN TEpEUueHb DH3MMOB, NMPOSYLUPYEMBIX PE3U-
JCHTHBIM COOOIIECTBOM MHKPOOPTaHM3MOB PyOlia, C COBOKYIIHBIM KOJHMYECTBOM YTJIEBOAHO-aKTHBHBIX
TeHOB, MpeBbImmatonuM 27 Teicsd HauMeHoBanmid (Hess M et al., 2011), B Tom urciie npumepHo 3,4 ThICS-
yn amunas (GH13). IIpu stom cemeiictea GHS, GH9, GH45 u GH48 onpenenstot 1o 98 % obuiero ko-
JUYECTBA IKCIPECCUPOBAHHBIX IEJUTI0Na3, U3 KoTopbix GH48 Obinm Hanbomnee BBHICOKO IKCIPECCUPOBAH-
HbeIM. /{7151 remunenmonas Hanboee mupoko npeacrasiensl GH10, GH11 u GH26 (depmenTsl, pacmien-
TSIOIIE MaHHAH WK KemnaH). Kak cienyer u3 aHanm3a TaHHBIX JTOCTYITHBIX MCCIIEOBAHUH, TEIUTIONA3EI
Y TEMHUIICIUTIONA3Bl — B OCHOBHOM OaKTEPHATBHOTO MPOUCXOXKICHHUS, IPHUIEM OOIBIINHCTBO M3 MOCTIENO0-
BaTENBHOCTEH IEJUTI0Na3 CHUHTE3UpYIOTCs pojamu Ruminococcus wu Fibrobacter, a reMunemnonas —
Ruminococcus, Prevotella n Fibrobacter (Dai X et al., 2015). B pamkax ¢ynnameHTansHbIX padot Hess M ¢
coapropamu (2011) u Dai X ¢ xomreramu (2015) mo mporpamme Hungate1000 reromoB (Seshadri R et al.,
2018) ycranosineHo, yto jois reHoB GH13 cxoxHa 171 TeHOMOB MUKPOOHBIX M30JISITOB U METareHoMa,
YTO CBHJIETEIBCTBYET O TOM, YTO IO OOJBIION YacT (pepMEHTATUBHBIC (PYHKIIMOHATHHBIC BO3MOKHOCTH
MPEICTaBJICHEI B H30JIMPOBAHHBIX TEHOMAX.

Jns m3MepeHns ypoBHEH dKCTpeccuy pasnnyHbIx cemericts GH B conmepxumom pyOma B cBOE
Bpems Obutn paspaboransl JJHK-ummer (Abot A et al., 2016; Comtet-Marre S et al., 2018). B wactHOCTH,
FibroChip (Comtet-Marre S et al., 2018) 6bu1 paspaboran ans 20 cemelictB OaktepuasbHoro GH c
HauOoJbIIeH dKcnpeccueit, o0HapyxeHHbIX CAZyChip (Abot A et al., 2016). [TociaenoBaTenbHOCTH, TPO-
UCXOJISIIINE W3 TEHOMOB MpocTeHmmx u rpuboB, O6buth BriodeHs! B FibroChip. TpaHckpunter u3 ce-
meiictB GHS, GH10 u GH43 Gsutn Hanbosee MHUPOKO MPECTaBICHEI B pyouie ¢ Bacteroides, Fibrobacter
u Ruminococcus poJamH, SIBISIOUINXCS OCHOBHBIMU WIEHAMH MHKPOOHOTO coodiiecTBa. TpaHCKPHUIITHI
rpuboB cocTtaBHiU TOJbKO 8,1 %, mpocrelimmx — 6,7 % ot obmel aktuBHOcTH (Comtet-Marre S et al.,
2018).

upoxomacimrabusie nccnenosanus R. Seshadri u xommer, omy6naukoBannsie B 2018 roxy, mo
BBIJICTICHUIO U CEKBEHUPOBAHUIO MUKPOOHBIX M30JISTOB pyOIla moka3anu, uto cemeiictBa GH pa3opocaHbl
10 MHOECTBY MHUKpoOHBIX reHomoB (Seshadri R et al., 2018). M3ydas goctymnHble TeHOMBI HauboJee
pacrpocTpaH€HHBIX BHAOB Oakrepuii B pyOrle, Ipyras rpymnmna HCCieIoBaTelel MPHUIuIa K BBIBOAY, YTO
BCE OHM KOJMPYIOT MO KpallHEel Mepe OJHO U3 OCHOBHBIX cemeiictB GH, mepeuncieHHbIX BbllIe, 3a UC-
kimoueHueM tumna Euryarchaeota (Henderson G et al., 2015; Morais S and Mizrahi 1, 2019). [TomoBuna
CCKBEHUPOBAHHBIX T€HOMOB KOJUpOBana Heckoilbko GH, 4TO CBHIETENBCTBYET O BBICOKOW (hrbpomTH-
YECKOW aKTMBHOCTH ITHX MHUKPOOPTaHMW3MOB. Takoe pacrpejiesieHre MOBTOPAIOIMUXCS GYHKIUN B O0Ib-
e yacTu OakTepHalbHOM MOMYJIAINU pyOIa OTpaxaeT Kak BaXHOCTh 3Tux ¢epmentoB GH mis ¢pyHk-
IIUH Pa3NIOKECHHS BOJIOKOH, TaK M MOCIEIYIONIYIO CIIOCOOHOCTh MX OaKTepUii-X035€B PACTH B U300UIHH U
JIOMAHUPOBATh B 3TOH dKocucTeMe. KpoMe TOro, XOTsl OOJIBIIMHCTBO CEKBEHUPOBAHHBIX MHKPOOPTaHU3-
MOB B py61ie conepxar ¢pepmentst GH13, pacnipenenenne remMunesnionas 1 neutoias oonee crieruduy-
HO JUJIS OnpenenéHHbIX QuioreHuid. [lemntonasbl B OCHOBHOM OOHapYKUBAKOTCS Y POAOB Ruminococcus,
Butyrivibrio, Pseudobutyrivibrio, m Lachnospiraceae. Cnemyer OTMETHTh, YTO MPEICTABUTEIH POJa
Ruminococcus, KOTOpbIe MPEACTaBICHB Han0OJIee M3BECTHHIMU NECTPYKTOPAMU BOJIOKHA, CIIOCOOHBI K
JNEKOHCTPYKITUH KPUCTAIUTHYECKON TEIUTIONIO36I M OTINYAIOTCS HAJIMYHEM TI0 KpaifHel Mepe OTHOTO Mpei-
craButenst GH48 (ax3ormokanasa). B cBoro ouepens mentronassl, B OTIIMYUN OT TeMHUIEIUTI0NA3, TOYTH He
XapakTepHbl s KiaccoB Bacilli m Negavicutes Firmicutes, B ¢unorenese Proteobacteria wn
Actinobacteria. 1lpnaém npu HaNWYUHM B TEHOMAaX T€HOB, KOAMPYIOMINX IEIUIIONA36], KOJTMIESCTBO reMH-
IEJUTIONA3 3HAYUTENBHO yBenmauBaercs (Morais S and Mizrahi I, 2019).
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OcHoBHbIE (hepMEHTATHBHBIE CTPATETHH PA3JIOKEHUsI BOJIOKHA.

B mpupone GH sBisifoTcst MyJIbTHMOIYIbHBIMU (PEPMEHTAMHU, KOTOPBIC TAKXKE MOTYT BKIIFOYATh
OJIMH WK HECKOJBbKO yTIIeBOICBs3bIBatoMX MoayJeit (Carbohydrate-binding modules, CBM), ocHOBHas
POJIb KOTOPBIX 3aKJIFOUACTCs B HAICTMBAHUM KaTATMTHYECKON CyObeAMHUIIBI Ha e€ cyOcTpar. DH3UM MO-
JKET HECTH HECKOJBKO KaTamuThueckux cyOopemuann GH, m Takume MHOTO(QYHKIMOHATHHBIC (PEPMEHTHI
MOT'YT, TAKMM 00pa3oM, IPOSBIATh HECKOIBKO cyOcTpaTHbIX crieuduyunocreit (Himmel ME et al., 2010).
Kpome Toro, mpocThle WM MHOTO(QYHKIIHOHAIBHBIE TOPMOHBI POCTa MOTYT JINOO CEKPETHPOBATHCS Kak
cB0OOOJIHBIC (PepMEHTHI BO BHEIIHEH cpefe, b0 cobupaThCs B BBICOKOYMOPSAOYCHHBIE (DepMeHTHBIC
KOMIUICKCHI, Ha3biBaeMble Iertoiocomamu (Artzi L et al., 2017). L{enntonocoMbl mpeacTaBisiFOT cOO0M
caMocoOHMparoIuecs: OEIKOBbIe KOMITJIEKCHI, POIYIIMPYyEMbIe aHAdPOOHBIMA MUKpOOpraHu3Mamu (Oakte-
pUsSMH U TpuOaMM) W cocTosIMe U3 HepepMeHTaTHBHOW cyObenuHHIlBl (ckaddonanna), comepkaiei
HECKOJIBKO MOJyJIeH KOT€3MHA, KOTOPhIe MHTETPUPYIOT JTOKEpUH-COAepKamue hepMEeHTHBIE CyOheIHHNU-
IIBI TIOCPEICTBOM BBICOKOA((UHHBIX W BHICOKOCTICIN()UIHBIX B3aMMOJCHCTBHUHA KOT€3MH-TOKEpUH. XOTS
NOAPOOHOCTH 00 apXUTEKType TPHOKOBOH 1esuTionocoMsl eme He packpbITel (Haitjema CH et al., 2017),
OakTepuabHbBIE IIETUTIOJIOCOMHBIE KOMIUIEKCH XOPOIIO M3yYalUCh B TEUEHHE IMOCIECTHHUX JECSATHUIICTHH.
W3BecTHO, YTO LEIUTIOIIOCOMBI OAKTEPUAIBHOTO MPOMCXOXKACHUS MOTYT ObITh KaK NMPHKPEIUICHBI K I0-
BEPXHOCTH MUKPOOHBIX KJIETOK, TAK U HAXOAUTHCS B Cpelie B HECBSI3aHHOM cocTostHuu. OOliee Kojaude-
CTBO ()EPMEHTOB B TAKUX SIMHUIIAX MOXKET U3MEHSThCS OT 2 710 160. X0opoI11o U3BECTHO, YTO MPOYIICHTHI
LEJUTIOJIOCOM JIEMOHCTPHUPYIOT BBICOKYH) KAaTAIUTHYECKYIO 3((eKTHBHOCTh NpH JAerpajaliid BOJOKOH.
OTO BBI3BAHO TEM, YTO OJIM30CTh KATATUTUYCCKUX CYOBEIUHHII COMPSHKEHA C XOPOIIO YIOPSIOYCHHBIM
a¢dexrom cybcTpaTHoro kanana (Artzi L et al., 2017).

Cuneprust MeXIy pa3IMIHBIME KiaccaMu (pepMEHTOB (IEIUTFONIA3E], TEMUIICIUTIONA3bl U aMUIa3hl
pasnmmunbix cemelictB GH mMmeer ¢yHmameHTanbHOE 3HAYEHUE NMPH PACIICIUICHUH PAacTHUTENBHBIX CyO-
ctparoB (Artzi L et al., 2017; Bayer EA et al., 2013). Ilepeuerp MUKPOOHBIX ()EPMEHTOB JOCTATOYHO pa3-
HOOOpa3eH (Tadu. 1, 2).

Tabmuna 1. KonndecTBo ¢hepMeHTOB U3 OCHOBHBIX CEMEHCTB HeJTI0J1a3 H TeMULIE/LITI0J1a3
GH y BbI0OpaHHBIX K/II0YEBbIX BUAOB GHOPOJINTHYECKHX OaKTepuii,
Hacessiromux pyoen (Lombard V et al., 2014; Seshadri R et al., 2018)

Table 1. Number of enzymes from the major cellulase and hemicellulase GH families
in selected key fibrolytic bacterial species inhabiting the rumen (Lombard V

et al., 2014; Seshadri R et al., 2018)

GH

Hassanue Tuna/Phylum; suna/Species name

5 1 8] 9] 45 [48] 10
Actinobacteria; Cellulomonas sp. KH9 3 3 1
Bacteroidetes; Bacteroides xylanisolvens NLAE-zI-C182 6
Bacteroidetes; Prevotella bryantii B14 5
Bacteroidetes; Prevotella ruminicola 23 4
Bacteroidetes; Prevotella brevis ATCC 19188
Fibrobacteres; Fibrobacter succinogenes subsp. succinogenes S85 | 11 5
Fibrobacteres; Fibrobacter succinogenes subsp. elongatus HM?2 12 6
Firmicutes; Clostridium chartatabidum DSM 8431 8
Firmicutes; Eubacterium cellulosolvens 6 8
Firmicutes; Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens AB2020
Firmicutes; Ruminoclostridium cellobioparum ATCC 15832
Firmicutes; Ruminococcus albus 7
Firmicutes; Ruminococcus flavefaciens 17
Firmicutes, Butyrivibrio hungatei DSM 14810
Firmicutes, Butyrivibrio proteoclasticus B316
Firmicutes, Eubacterium ruminantium 2388
Firmicutes, Pseudobutyrivibrio ruminis ACV-9
Proteobacteria, Succinivibrio dextrinosolvens 22B
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Tabmuna 2. KosinuecTBo ¢pepMeHTOB U3 OCHOBHBIX 1EJJII0JIa3bI M TemMuue/oaaza GH cemeii
B OT/IeJIbHBIX CEKBEHHPOBAHHBIX GUOPOTUTHYECKUX BUAAX TPUOOB, 00MTAIOIINX
B pyoue (Lombard V et al., 2014; Seshadri R et al., 2018)
Table 2. Number of enzymes from the major cellulase and hemicellulase GH families
in selected sequenced fibrolytic fungal species inhabiting the rumen
(Lombard V et al., 2014; Seshadri R et al., 2018)

Ha3zBanue GH

BHaa/Species | - g 6 8 9 45 | 48 | 10 | 11 | 30 | 43 | 74
name

Anaeromyces

robustus 26 13 2 9 14 7 15 33 2 18 1

Orpinomyces

sp 51 49 1 13 16 14 32 52 3 32 2

Orpinomyces

sp. C14 34 43 2 12 16 21 30 46 - 16 -

Piromyces

sp. E2 46 35 2 12 20 14 29 72 3 31 4

Piromyces

finnis 29 22 1 12 15 13 21 41 1 14 3

Ipn rugponmze HKII B 601bI10M KOJIMYECTBE BBIIEIAIOTCS TIEHTO3BI M TEKCO3BI € MOCIEAYIOMei
nuddysuert caxapoB BO BHEKJIETOYHBI MaTPUKC, YTO 3aIlyCKaeT HOBBIH Kackaj] (pepMEHTaTUBHBIX MpPO-
LIECCOB y «BTOPUYHBIX» MOTPEOUTENCH, TEM CaMbIM 00eCIIeYrBasi MOCIEAYIOIIEe CTPOUTEILCTBO KOOI H-
YecKHX HUII 70 Tpodudeckoro ypoBHs. [Iporiecc pa3inokeHHs pacTUTENBHBIX BOJIOKOH U ITOCTIeI0BAaTENb-
Hast (pepMEeHTaINsI MOHOMEPOB caxapa B aHadpPOOHBIX YCIIOBHAX CONPSDKEHBI C IMPOU3BOJCTBOM OOJIBIIOTO
KOJIMYECTBA BOAOPO/Ia, KOTOPBIH HaKaITUBaeTCs B cpeje pyona.

Pojib MeTaHoreHOB U 0aKTepHii, HCMOJIbL3YIOIIUX BOOPOI.

Apxen pyOma cTporo aHadpoOHBI U ABJISIOTCS €ANHCTBEHHBIMU H3BECTHBIMH MHUKPOOPTaHU3MaMHU
U3 MPUCYTCTBYIONIHX B pyOlle, KoTopble criocoOHb! mpoaynuposats Metan (Hook SE et al., 2010). Takue
apxen Ha3bIBalOTCS METAaHOTEHAMH, 1 OHU IIOMHMO METaHa OTBEYaroT 3a BBIOPOC JPYTHX ra30B B aTMO-
cthepy npu moTpedIeHUH KOPOTKOIETIOUHBIX )KUPHBIX KUCIOT (Short-chain fatty acids, SCFA), nuokcuna
yIJIeposia U BOAOpOJa U3 APYTHX MHUKPOOPraHU3MOB, BKJItouas Bacteroidetes vnu Firmicutes. Apxen 00-
HapyXKUBalOTCA B pyoue B auanaszone ot 10° 10 10% kneTok Ha M, uto coctaBnser meHee 4 % MUKPOOHO-
ro coobmectBa (Lin C et al., 1997). OHu HaxomsTCs B HU)KHEH 4acTU TPOPUIESCKON IeNH 1U3-3a He0OXo-
JUMOCTH WCIIOJIb30BaTh KOHEYHBIE MPOAYKTHI (pepMEHTAlMU B KadecTBe cyocTpaToB (Morgavi DP et al.,
2012), KaxIblid 13 KOTOPBIX XapakTepHu3yeTcs pasnuyHbpiMu Mexanu3Mamu (Garcia JL et al., 2000; Borrel
G et al., 2013). Hanbonee n3y4eHHBIH MEXaHU3M METaHOTeHe3a B pyOIle HCIONIb3yeT pacipoCcTpaHEHHBIH
TUAPOreHOTPO(HBIN MyTh, Mpu KoTopoM CO» BoccTaHaBnuBaeTcs 10 CH4 ¢ ucnonb3oBannem H,. Kpome
3TOr0 METaH MOXET BhIpabaThIBaThCs B pyOlle MO METHIOTPOPHOMY MyTH C UCIOJIb30BAHHEM JIPYTrUX
MPOJIYKTOB (hepPMEHTAINH, TAKHNX KaK METHIAMHHBI M METaHOJI, a TAKXKe aleTaTa, KOTOPhIH HCTIOIB3yeTCs
aIleTOKIIACTUIECKUMHU METaHOTeHAaMU JIJIs mpor3BozcTBa MetaHa (Rouviere P and Wolfe R, 1988).

JlomeH apxelt pa30ouT Ha JBa napcTBa: Euryarchaeota, cocrosiiiee U3 METaHOTEHOB M KpaiiHUX Ta-
noduiioB; a Takxke Crenarchaeota, KOTOpoe COCTOUT U3 runeprepmodunos u Herepmodminos (Jarrell KF
et al., 2009). MeraHoreHsl, 0OHapyXeHHbIe B mapcTBe Euryarchaeota, TpeGylOT 09€Hb HU3KOTO OKHCIIH-
TENIFHO-BOCCTAHOBUTEIEHOTO MOTEHIIMANIA U SIBIISIIOTCS OJTHMMH U3 CAMBIX CTPOTHUX M3BECTHBIX aHadpoOOB
(Sirohi SK et al., 2010). CornacHo MeTaaHanu3y IJI00aJIBHBIX NaHHBIX, 90 % MeTaHOTEHOB pyOLa HpH-
HaauexaT K ciuenytomuM ponam (Patra A et al., 2017): Methanobrevibacter (63,2 % nonymnsiuuu MeTaHo-
rena), Methanomicrobium (7,7 % nomynsunu meranorena) Methanosphaera (9,8 %) «xnactep py6ma C»,
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B HacTosImiee Bpems HasbiBaeMblil Thermoplasma (7,4 %), u Methanobacterium (1,2 %). BonpmmHaCTBO
METaHOT€HOB yJAJIAIOT Ta3000pa3HbIi BOJOPOA IMyTéM BoccTaHoBieHHS CO2 Ta3000pa3sHBIM BOJIOPOAOM C
oOpazoBaHueM MeTaHa. B ormmuue ot atoro Methanosphaera stadtmanae BbipabaThIBa€T METaH TOJBKO
MyTéM BOCCTAaHOBJICHHS METaHOJIa C MOMOIIbI0 Hy, Mest OTMH U3 caMbIX CTPOTHX DHEPreTHYecKUuX oOMme-
HOB U3 BCEX METAHOTCHHBIX apxei. [I[pou3BoaCcTBO MeTaHa MOICPIKMBAET HU3KYIO KOHIIGHTPAILIUIO BOJIO-
poxa B pyOrie, Mo3BOJISIsI METAaHOTEHAM CTUMYJIMPOBATh POCT APYTHX BUIOB M o0ecrieunBas Oomnee s dex-
TuBHY0 pepmentanyro (Ishler V et al., 1996).

B mpouuioM HEOJHOKpaTHO OBUIO MOKAa3aHO, YTO THAPOJIM3 LEIUTIOJIO3bl YCHIMBAeTCS 3a CYET
NPUCYTCTBUSI METAHOTCHOB, KOTOPBIE MIPAIOT POJIb MOTJIOTUTENS BOJOPOJA, CHWXKAs €ro IaplualibHOEe
nasieHve u uHruoupyrommii a3gdekr (Cazier EA et al., 2015). B pyOrie aHaspoOHBIE HEIUTFOIO30IUTHY -
CKHe TPHOBl M OaKTepUH, a TaKKe MPOCTEHIINE MPOJEMOHCTPHUPOBAIN IIOJIE3HBIE B3aMMOOTHOUICHUS C
MeTaHoreHamu. Hampumep, Obu10 mokaszaHo, uTo rpub pyoua Neocallimastix sp. IOTOKUTEIBHO B3aUMO-
nerictByer ¢ meraHoreHamu (Mountfort DO et al., 1982). Panee moxoxuii pe3yJbTaT OMUCaH B dKCIICPH-
MEHTE TP COBMECTHOM KYJBTHBHPOBAHHU F. succinogenes ¢ Methanobrevibacter smithii, a Taxxe B co-
KyneTypax M. smithii u Rumonococcus flavefaciens wimu R. albus (Rychlik JL et al., 2000). Habmomaetcs
KOPPENALUS MEXKIYy KOJIMYECTBOM METAHOT€HOB U KOJIUYECTBOM LICJLTFOJIOIUTHYECKHX MHUKPOOPTaHM3MOB
B 00pa3iax OT pa3iudHbIX )KUBOTHBIX (Morvan B et al., 1996a). B oTaenbHBIX HcCieoOBaHUAX TTOKa3aHO,
YTO MPOCTEHIINE UTPAIOT BAYKHYIO POJIb B METaHOTEHe3e, MOCTaBisist Bogopox MetanoreHaM (Newbold CJ
et al., 2015), mockoybky mporuenyps! aedaynanuu camkaroT Metanorene3 (Hobson PN and Stewart CS,
1997). [Ipu cHMXEeHUH NapLUUATBLHOTO JaBICHHUS BOJOPOJA 3TH MOJIOKUTEIbHbIE OTHOIIECHUS C IEJUTIONO-
JUTUYIECKUMH OaKTepUSMHU HE OTPAaHUYMBAIOTCS METAHOTCHAMHU, TAaKOH ke 3PQeKT onmucaH s moTpeo-
TAIOMUX BOJOpoH Oakrepuelt S. ruminantium u rpudboM Neocallimastix sp. (Marvin-Sikkema FD et al.,
1990). Bosee Toro, OBUIO MPOJAEMOHCTPUPOBAHO, YTO AIETOTEHHBIE OAKTEPHH, HCHOJIB3YIOIINE BOIOPOI,
NPU BBEJCHUM B CPE/y YBEIMUYUBAIOT PACIajl LIEJUTIONIO3bI P COBMECTHOM KYyJIbTHBUPOBAHUH C LEIUTFO-
JIOJIMTUYECKUMH MUKpoopranu3mMamu (Morvan B et al., 1996b). Hanpotus, B 1ByX HE3aBHUCHUMBIX HCCIIC-
JIOBAHMAX, OCBAIMIEHHBIX U3YYEHHIO MUKPOOHBIX ceTell B pyO1ie, He ObIJI0 00HAapy KEHO CHIIBHBIX aCCOLH-
anui Mexny apxesMu u npocreiimimu uHdy3opusimu (Henderson G et al., 2015; Tapio I et al., 2017).
Kpome Toro, KOHIIEHTpalusi METAHOT'€HA BBIIIE Y CTEPHIIBHBIX JKUBOTHBIX, YTO MPEIOJaraeT XUIIHHY e-
CTBO METaHOTEeHOB npocTeimmmu (Morgavi DP et al., 2012; Levy B and Jami E, 2018).

CoBMecTHOE KyJIbTHBHPOBAaHHE C THJIPOTEHOTpO(AaMH TakXKe IMPHBOANT K 3HAYUTEIHHBIM H3ME-
HEHUSIM B COCTaBe NMPOAYKTOB (pepMEeHTaINH, MTOJyYeHHBIX U3 LeJUTroN03bl. Hampumep, B3anmMoaelicTere
mexay R. flavefaciens u Methanobacterium ruminantium CONpsHDKEHO ¢ M3MEHEHUSAMH BBIPAOOTKH KOHEY-
HOTO MeTabonuTa ¢ ssHTapHOW KUCIOoThl Ha amerar (Latham MJ and Wolin MJ, 1977). OTu u3MeHeHus B
COCTaBe IPOAYKTOB (PepMEHTAIIMK MOTYT MOTEHIIHAILHO MOBIHATH Ha OOIIYI0 MHUKPOOHYIO CTPYKTYpPY,
nepecTpanBas MUILIEBYIO CeTh pyOlla Ha albTePHATHBHBIE Ty TH.

B uccnenoBanuu Piao H ¢ xomneramu (2014) in situ, 1o ©3y4eHUIO MEXaHU3Ma MUKPOOHOTO pa3-
JIOXEHHSI BOJIOKHA TIpoca BIIBIeHO Tpu (assl: (1) O6picTpoe paspymenue 13 % BomokHa 3a 30 MuUHYT, (2)
nar-haza, B Te4€HHE KOTOPOH HE MPOUCXOIMIIO pa3pyLICHHU BOJIOKHA U KOJMYECTBO METAaHOTEHOB 3HAUH-
TENFHO YBEJIMYMIOCH U (3) MPOJOIKeHNE pas3ioKeHUs BoJIOKHa yepe3 4 yaca. OueBHIIHO, YTO METaHOTe-
HBI UTPAIOT KIIIOYEBYIO POJIb B CHW)KEHUH COJIEp KaHHs BOJOPOJa. ITO MOATBEPIKAAET THIIOTE3y O TECHOM
B3aMMOJICHCTBUN MEXIy pa3pyIIUTEIIMH BOJOKHA W METAHOTEHAMH B IIPOIECcCe PasioKEHHs BOJOKHA.
OTH BOJOPOA3aBHCHMBIE B3aMMOJCHCTBHUS Tarkoke TPAaHCPOPMHUPYIOTCS B (M3MUYECKHE B3aMMOJICHCTBHS,
KaK HEIaBHO ObUIO OOHapyXeHO B CHMOHMOTHYECKHMX B3aHMMOOTHOIICHHUSX MEXIy MeTaHoreHoM M.
ruminantium ¥ TIPOU3BOJUTEISIMU BOJIOPOAa. B pesysbraTe 3TOH KOOIEpaluu METaHOTeH MPOAYLIPOBa
a/IFe3MHOIIOIO0HBIN OEJI0K, KOTOPBIH MOT MPUIKNATh K MOBEPXHOCTH KJIETOK MPOIYLIEHTOB BOAOPO/JA.
JlelicTBUTENBHO, CBSI3bIBaHKE HAOIIOAIOCH MEXKITY OOJIBIINM KOJIMYECTBOM MPOCTEHINNX B pyOIe u Oak-
tepueit Butyrivibrio proteoclasticus (Ng F et al., 2016).

XOTsl OCHOBHOE BHHMAaHHE YJENSUIOCHh YIIYYIIESHHIO THAPOJIH3a LEJUII0NI03bI ITyTEM COBMECTHOI'O
KyJIbTHBUPOBAHUSI METAHOI'CHOB C JECTPYKTOPAMH IIEJUTIONIO3bI, TAKIKE COOOIIAN0OCh 00 YCUIICHHH Pa3iio-
JKEHHUS] KCWJIaHa TIPH COBMECTHOM KynbTHBUpOBaHUM R. flavefaciens w M. smithii (Williams AG et al.,
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1994). Kpome TOT0, MOTJIOTUTENN TEMUIICIITIOIO03bI, KOTOPBIC TAKKE SBJISIOTCS MPOIYIICHTaAMH BOJIOPOJIA,
NPOSIBIISIIOT CHHTpodHIeckne B3anmoercTersa ¢ Metanorenamu (Leahy SC et al., 2010).

I[uTaTenbHble B3aUMOJEHCTBUSI MeKIY MHUKPOOPTraHM3MaMH pydLa BO BpeMsi Aerpajgauuu
KJIETYATKU.

[TumeBbie B3auMoAeiCTBHS HAOMIONANNCE MEXKIY Pa3pyLIAIOIIMMU KICTYATKy MHUKPOOPTaHU3Ma-
MH C pa3IMYHBIMHU (DrutoreHe3aMu W (epMEHTATUBHBIMH (YHKIHSIMH. BO3MOXXHBIM MEXaHHU3MOM 3THX
CUMOMOTHYECKUX OTHOLIEHUH MOJKET SBJIATHCS 3aBHCUMOCTh HEKOTOPBIX (PHOPONMTHYECKNX OaKTepHil OT
JIPYTUX WIEHOB KUIIEYHOTO MUKPOOHOTO COOOIIECTBA B OTHOIIECHUH ONPEACIEHHBIX BUTAMUHOB U IPEJ-
IIECTBEHHUKOB /151 cHTe3a aMuHokucioT (Dehority BA, 2003), kak u B ciiy4ae ¢ HeJUTFOI0IUTHYSCKUMHU
BUAaMU. B cBOIO ouepens qpyrue MEKPOOPTAaHU3MBI HCIIONB3YIOT MPEHMYIIECTBA CIEIHATH3NPOBAHHBIX
MHUKpPOOPTaHU3MOB (HarpuMep, LEeJUTIOJONUTHYECKHX BHIOB), KOTOpPHIE NMPOU3BOJSAT CIielHaibHbe (ep-
MEHTHI (Takue, KaK BBICOKOMOJIEKYJISIPHBIE MOyJIbHBIC IIEJUTIONA3bI), HO HE MUCIONB3YIOT MPOAYKTH pa3-
JIO’)KEHHUS BOJIOKHA B ToiHOM Mepe (Berlemont R and Martiny AC, 2013). [eiicTBuTensHO0, OBIIO TIOKa3a-
HO, 4TO ILEJUIOIEKCTPHHBI, MOJTy4YEeHHbIE HA TIEPBOI CTAJNHU PA3JI0KEHHS LEJUTIONO3b], YTHIN3UPYIOTCS He-
CKOJIBKUMU HEIICILTIOIOIUTHUCCKUMH BHJIaMHU, TAKUMHU Kak S. ruminantium n P. ruminicola (Russell JB,
1985). JlecTpyKTOpbI LEJUIIONIO3bI, TAKUM 00pa3oM, TEPSAIOT TPYAHO J0OBIBaeMbIC LEJUIOACKCTPUHBI B
MOJB3y APYTUX MHUKPOOPTAHH3MOB, YTOOBI IONYYUTH JOCTYN K LIEHHBIM BEMIECTBAaM, MPOHU3BOANMBIM
stTMH nonmyisnusamu. Hampumep, F. succinogenes, KynbTuBHpyemble ¢ Oakrepueid R-25 rpymmsr U2
w/vnu S. ruminantium, J@MOHCTPUPOBAIN TIOBBIIIEHHOE MPOU3BOJICTBO CYyKIIMHATa M THIPOJIU3 BOJIOKOH
(Sawanon S et al., 2011; Fukuma NM et al., 2015). Ananoruano Treponema bryantii (KOTOPBII Takxe
MMeEET TeHOMHBIM TOTeHIMaN s iponsBojicTBa GH) B3auMoieliCTBYET C IEIUTIONOMUTHIECKON OaKTepH-
eit F. succinogenes, ycunuBas pa3pymeHne BoaokoH (Stanton TB and Canale-Parola E, 1980). B mpyrux
cllydasix He HaOJII0Jaioch 3aMETHOTO YBEJIMYEHHS JIeTPaIalliii BOJIOKOH ITPH COBMECTHOM KYJIbTHBHUPOBa-
HUM MHUKPOOPTaHU3MOB, HO OBLIO YCTAaHOBJIECHO YETKOE MEPEKPECTHOE B3aMMOJACHCTBHE, KaK HalpUMeEp
s P. ruminicola, KOTOpBIE HCIIONB3YIOT CBOM IMPOTEOIUTHUECKUE SJIEMEHTHI IS JOCTABKH MOHOB aMMU-
aka K R. albus, pa3pymalomux IeUTI0N03y U 00eCIeYnBaloMNX NPOTEOIUTHIECKIE OaKTepHH THAPOIIH-
30BaHHBIMH pacTBOPUMBIMHU caxapamu (Bryant MP and Wolin MJ, 1975). B npyrom nccnenopanuun Miura
H ¢ xomneramu (1980) Takxe mpeacTaBUiIN KOHIEHIUIO MUIIEBON B3aMMO3aBUCHMOCTH MEXIY TaKHUMHU
OTIICTILHBIMHU JIECTPYKTOPAMHU KIIETYATKHU B pyOIle kak R. albus, Megasphaera elsdenii n Bacteroides amy-
lophilus. OTn Tpn GakTepnn HeNMb3s OBUIO BRIPAIIMBATH KaK OTJEIbHbBIE KyJIbTyphl B OCHOBHOH Cpefe, HO
M. elsdenii MOXHO OBIJIO COBMECTHO KyJIBTHBUPOBATh MO0 ¢ B. amylophilus, mubo ¢ R. albus B ToW xe
cpele, colepkaieil Kpaxmal U pacTBOpUMBIe caxapa. Ompenersisi KOHIICHTPAIMI0 CBOOOIHBIX Pa3BETB-
NEHHBIX AMUHOKHCIIOT | JICTYYUX JKUPHBIX KUCIOT B OAMHOYHBIX U COBMECTHBIX KyJbTYpax, yu€HbBIE 00-
HapYXWJIH, YTO B TPUKYJIbType NMPOU3BOJCTBO Pa3BETBIEHHBIX aMHHOKHUCIOT B. amylophilus HampaMyro
ucrions3yercst M. elsdenii 1 cuHTE3a pa3BEeTBIEHHBIX XHPHBIX KHCIOT, HEOOXOAMMBIX ISl pocTa R.
albus. CrnienoBatenbHO, MPEAOCTaBIIsAA COOOMECTBY MUKPOOPTAHU3MOB pacTBOpUMBbIe caxapa R. albus mo-
JTy4aeT He3aMEHHUMBIC Pa3BETBIEHHBIC KUPHBIE KUCIOTHI A1 COOCTBEHHOTO pocTa. [lockomsky 3Ti oOMe-
HBl TMTAaTENbHBIX BEIIECTB HEBO3MOXHBI TOJBKO 3a cuéT aup(y3mn MOJIEKysd B cpeie pyOna, MOXKHO
MPEAIIOJI0KHNTh, YTO 3TH TPH TMOIYJISINHU SBISIOTCS (GU3UUECKH OMM3KUMHU JpyT K aApyry (Miura H et al.,

1980).

BriBoaEbI.

IMopasnsionee OOJIBUIMHCTBO MUKPOOPTAHU3MOB, HACEISIFOLIMX pyOel, 001aJal0T TeHETHYECKUM
HOTEHIMAJIOM JUISl yyacTHs B IIpolLiecce Jerpajalii BOJIOKOH C YPEe3BbIYaiHO MHMPOKHM pa3sHOOOpasneM
KaKk 10 CBOeMy ()eépMEHTaTUBHOMY COCTaBY, TaK M I10 MEXaHH3MaM pa3pylleHus BOIOKoH. [IpeBpanieHue
pacTuTenbHON OHOMAacchl B IEHHBIC Ui KBAUHBIX MPOJYKTHI SIBISIETCS PE3yJIbTATOM COTJIACOBAHHBIX
JCUCTBUI YJICHOB MUKPOOHOTO COOOIIECTBA, pa3faralolinX BOJOKHA ¢ TIOMOIIIO SH3UMOB, KOTOPbIE TeC-
HO B3aMMOJICHCTBYIOT C JIPYTHMMH acCOLMUPOBAHHBIMU MUKPOOaMH, HE pa3jlaralolliiMH BOJIOKHA, HO CIIy-
KAIMMH JUT TOAIEPKKH QYHKIMHM WX Pa3pylieHus. DTH B3aUMOOTHOLICHHMS, [TO-BUIMMOMY, OCHOBaHBI
Ha MeTaboJIM4eCKOM 0OMeHe, KOTOPBIH CIIOcCOOCTBYET (YHKIIMOHHPOBAHHIO 3KocHcTeMbl. MceaenoBanus
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MHKpPOOHMOMa B HACTOSILIEE BPEMsl COCPEIOTOUCHHI Ha JEKOHBOJIOLMH MEXaHU3MOB, KOTOPBIE CIIOCO0-
CTBYIOT (PYHKIMOHHPOBAHUIO IKOCHCTEMBI pyOIla M KapTUPOBAHWH 3THX METAaOOJMYECKHX OOMEHOB,
MMEIOLINX Ba)KHOE 3HAYCHHUE JUIS BBISICHEHUS POJIM KaKAOTO M3 MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB, YYaCTBYIOIINX B MPO-
jecce Pa3JIOKEHHUs BOJIOKOH in Vivo U ¢ UCIOJIb30BAHUEM COOTBETCTBYIOIINX MHCTPYMEHTOB IS H3yde-
HHSI COOOLIECTB BBICOKOH CIIOXKHOCTH i Vitro. JlaNpHeIIe S5KCIIepUMEeHTaJIbHBIC UCCIIEJOBaHuUs, CII0C00-
CTBYIOIIME TTyOOKOMY TIOHIMAaHHIO CTPYKTYPHI M (PyHKIMOHHUPOBAHNUS 3KOCHCTEMBI pyOLia, MO3BOJIAT HaM
NOTEHIUAJILHO MPEACKa3aTh U ONPEIeNNTh, KaK M KOTJa MBI Oy/leM UMETh BO3MOXHOCTh BOCIIPOM3BECTH
€ro B HCKYCCTBEHHBIX YCIOBHAX. DTOMY OyIyT MOCBSIIECHBI TOCIEAYIONINE HAIIK UCCIICA0BAHMS.

Hccnenosanus BBINOJHEHBbI NPU (GUHAHCOBOH moaaep:xkke Poccuiickoro Hay4Horo ¢ponga
npoekT (Ne 20-16-00088)
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