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[IpoBeneHa oneHKa BO3ACHUCTBUSI KABUTUPOBAHHOW MOJCOTHEYHOH JIy3TM U MOJIOYHOM KHCIOTHI Ha
H3MCHEHHE TAKCOHOMUYECKOTO TPOQHIISI MUKPOOHOMa pyOlLia )KBAaYHBIX in Vitro. OTpeienieHo i3MEHEHHE
OaKkTepHantbHOIO COCTaBa PYOLOBOM XHMIAKOCTH IIyTeM NPHMEHEHHsS METOa CEKBEHHUPOBAaHMS Ha
npudope MiSeq Bo BpeMeHHOM 3kcno3unuu 6—24 4. OOBEKTHI UCCIIEIOBAHUN — MOACOITHEYHAs JTy3ra
m3mensdenHast (0,01 M) — KOHTpOITb; KaBUTHPOBAHHAS: JTy3ra M BoJia B COOTHOIIEH!H | : 3, 00paboTaHHbIe
YJIBTPa3ByKOM; JIy3r'a M MOJIOUHAsI KUCJIOTA B COOTHOLIEHUH | : 3 — jIy3ra KaBUTHPOBaHHAs + MOJIOYHAs
kuciota. [lomyuennsie oOpasupl nmocie BoicymmBanus npu 105 °C ucnonb30Bain B HCCIACAOBAHUSIX 71
vitro ¢ pyOLOBOH >KHIKOCTBIO HAa HMHKyOarope (aHalor HCKycCTBEHHOTro pyodua). Otbop pyOuoBoit
XKHUIKOCTH Yy KpPYIIHOIO pPOraroro CKOTa OCYLICCTBIISUIM 4epe3 XPOHMYEcKyro ¢ucrtyay. Bospacrt
KMBOTHBIX — 12 Mec, mopona—Kkazaxckasi 6enoronosast. BBeieHre KaBUTHPOBaHHOM JTy3TH ITOJICOTHEUHUKA
KaK OTJIECJIBHO, TaK U COBMECTHO C MOJIOYHOM KUCIIOTOM, 1ocie 6 4 yBEINYMBAIIO KOJTMYECTBO OaKTEpHid,
oTHOCAIMXCA K KiaccaMm Flavobacteriia, va 5,43 u 3,93%, Elusimicrobia — 3,77 n 3,98%, Gammapro-
teobacteria —11,75 u 10,07%, 1 CHMXAJIO YUCIICHHOCTh OakTepuii kiacca Bacteroidia va 5,72 n 2,63%,
Clostridia na 3,26 n 2,20% oTHOCHTENbHO KOHTpOIIA. Bo BpemeHHo# skcrio3urmu 12—24 9, HanmpoTHB,
MIPOMCXO/TIIIO YBeNMUeHue Oakrepuil kinacca Bacteroidia na 3,30-4,90 u na 8,29-11,28%, Clostridia —
Ha 1,66—1,50 u Ha 2,74-3,27% 10 OTHOIIEHUIO K KOHTPOJIIO.

KioueBble cioBa: KaBUTHPOBaHHAs JIy3ra IIOJICOJHEYHUKA, TAKCOHOMHYECKUH TPOQHIIb,
MHUKPOOHOM, MOJIOYHAsI KUCIIOTA
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The effect of cavitated sunflower husk and lactic acid on the changes in the taxonomic profile of the
rumen microbiome of ruminants in vitro was evaluated. Changes in the bacterial composition of the
cicatricial fluid were determined by using the MiSeq sequencing method in a time exposure of 6-24 h.
The objects of research were sunflower husk milled (0.01 cm) - control; cavitated: husk and water in
aratio of 1 : 3, treated with ultrasound; husk and lactic acid in a ratio of 1 : 3 - cavitated husk + lactic
acid. The obtained samples after drying at 105 °C were used in in vitro studies with rumen fluid on an
incubator (analog of artificial rumen). Selection of the rumen fluid in cattle was carried out through a
chronic fistula. The age of animals - 12 months, the breed - Kazakh white-headed. Administration of
cavitated sunflower husks alone or together with lactic acid after 6 h increased the number of bacteria
belonging to the Flavobacteriia class by 5.43 and 3.93%, Elusimicrobia by 3.77 and 3.98%, Gam-
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maproteobacteria by 11.75 and 10.07% and decreased the number of Bacteroidia by 5.72 and 2.63%,
Clostridia by 3.26 and 2.20% relative to the control. In contrast, in the 12-24 h exposure time, there
was an increase in Bacteroidia class bacteria by 3.30-4.90 and 8.29-11.28%, Clostridia by 1.66-1.50

and 2.74-3.27% relative to the control.
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BBEJIEHUE

Hcnonb3oBanne OTXOJOB MHIIEBBIX MPOU3-
BOJCTB B KOpPMax JJisi >KHBOTHBIX JOCTAaTOYHO
JaBHO u3BeCcTHO [1]. Belcokuii cripoc Ha moa-
COJIHEYHOE MACJIO U JPYTU€ CMEKHbIE OTPACIU
MaCJI03KCTPAKIIMOHHOTO MPOU3BOICTBA MPUBEI
K TIOSIBJICHUIO OOJBIIOTO KOJHMYECTBA OTXO/IOB
JTy3ru nojacosnHeyHuka [2]. Yame Bcero ee uc-
MOJIB3YIOT B Ka4€CTBE MCTOYHHMKA OeiKa, KJIeT-
YaTKHU U )KUPHBIX KUCIOT B KOPMJICHHH KUBOT-
HBIX, JIOCTUTasi MOJIENTM SKOHOMUKH 3aMKHYTOTO
mukia [3-5].

UTo0bl pacKpbITh MOTEHIMAN pacmaia TBep-
N0l (hpakiuy OTXOMOB JJIsI IPOU3BOACTBA KOP-
MOB C COXpPaHCHHEM THUTATEIbHBIX BEIIECTB,
0OBIYHO UCTIONB3YIOT )KUJIKHE CPEbl, AKTUBUPY-
€MbIe pa3NTUYHBIMH CIIOCOOAMH B KOMILIEKCE C
YIIBTPa3ByKOBBIM BO3JIEHCTBUEM [6]. YIBTpa3By-
KOBasi TEXHOJIOTHSI CAMTACTCS SKOJIOTUYECKH YHC-
TOM, IOJIE3HOW Ul COKpALICHUS XUMHYECKON
Harpy3ky U BpeMeHH peakiuu ¢ 3pdekTuBHON
KOoHBepcuel. J[aHHYI0 TEXHOIOTHUIO MPUMEHSIOT
B pa3IMYHBIX THIIEBBIX MaTepuaiax s 00-
paboOTKH, COXpaHEHUSI W TOBBIMICHHS KauyecTBa
npoaykuuu [7]. Ilpu xaBuTamum Bo3pacraer
MaccoBas J0Js CHIPOro MPOTEHMHA U yMEHbIIa-
€TCsI MaccoBasi JoJisl ChIpoi kierdarku [8]. Ta-
KO€ COOTHOIIIEHHE MPOTEHHA U KJIeTYaTKH Ona-
TONPUSTHO CKa3bIBAETCSI HA SHEPreTHUECKOM

IIOTEHLIMAJIE OTXO0/a, €CIIM pacCMaTpuBaTh €ro B
KadecTBe KOPMOBOU n00aBku [9]. B T0 ke Bpemst
MIPOTEUHBI JIy3TU MOACOJIHEYHUKA B 3HAYUTEIb-
HOW CTEeNeHU MOoJBEepraioTcs pacnaiy B pyolie,
YTO MOXET BbI3BaTh HAPYILIEHUE a30THOrO 00-
MeHa [10]. YueHbIMH BBISICHEHO, UTO MCIIOJIb30-
BaHME KHUCIIOT COKpallaeT pacraj Oeika JIy3ru
B pyOlle ¥ YBEIMUYMBAET €TI0 YCBOSIEMOCTh B KH-
meyHuke [11].

Kucnorsl cnocoOCTBYIOT JydlemMy HoTpeo-
JICHUIO KOPMOBBIX 0OABOK >KBaUHBIMHU KHBOT-
HBIMH 32 CUET UX BKYyCOapOMaTUYECKUX CBONCTB
[12]. Hapsimy ¢ 3TuM BO3A€ICTBUE YIbTpPa3ByKa
U KHCIIOT U3MEHSIOT CTPYKTYPY TBEpIo# (pak-
L[MU JIy3TH, CIIOCOOCTBYS YBEIMUYEHUIO CLEIUIe-
HUS ¢ TIOBEPXHOCTBIO KOpMa OakTepuid, T.e. aj-
resuu [13, 14].

Lenb uccnenoBanus — U3y4uTh 3PPEKTUB-
HOCTb HCIIOJIb30BaHUS OTXOOB JIy3IM IOACOJI-
HEYHUKa KaK aJbTEPHATUBHOIO KOPMa JUISl JKU-
BOTHBIX, a TaK)K€ KOPMOBOW J00aBKH, CIIOCOO-
CTBYIOILEH CMELICHUIO OaKTepHalbHOTO 3UMO-
nu3a B pyOlle KBayHBIX )KMBOTHBIX B CTOPOHY
6onee 3¢ (HeKTUBHBIX MUKPOOHBIX MyTEH.

MATEPHUAJI N METOJbI

Uccnenosanus BoinoiaHeHsl B DenepaibHOM
HAyYHOM IIEHTpe OHMOJOTHYECKUX CHUCTEM U
arpoTeXHOJIOrui Poccuiickoi akageMuu Hayk.
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OOBEKTHI UCCIIEAOBAHMIM:

— KOHTpPOJIbHASI TPyIIa: MOACOJIHEYHAS JTy3Ta
u3mensaenHas (0,01 cm);

— 1-s ombITHAS: JTy3ra KaBUTHPOBaHHAS, 00-
paboTaHHasl yabTpa3ByKoM, U Boga — 1 : 3 (ory3-
ra : BoJa);

— 2-51 ONIBITHAS: JTy3Ta KABUTHPOBAHHAS + MO-
Jo4yHas kuciora — 1 : 3.

[To XuUMHUYECKOMY COCTaBy MOJCOTHEYHAs
Jy3ra JI0 U TOCJIe YIbTPa3ByKoBOW 00paboTKH, a
TaKXe B COYETAaHUU C MOJIOYHOM KUCIOTON UMe-
Ja CIeAYIOUINi cocTaB (CM. TabmuILy).

[TomyueHnHbie 00pa3bl IMOCJIEC BBICYIINBA-
Hus (105 °C) ucnonb30Baid B UCCIIEIOBAHUIX
in vitro ¢ pyOLIOBOM KUAKOCTHIO Ha HHKyOaTope
Daisy D200I (aHayior UCKyCCTBEHHOTO pyoOIa)
(Ankom Technology, CIIIA).

OT60p pyO1I0BOI KHUAKOCTH y KPYITHOTO PO-
raroro CKOTa OCYIICCTBIISUIM 4Yepe3 XpOHUYE-
ckyto ¢ductymy. Bo3pact xuBoTHBIX — 12 Mec,
nopoja — kKazaxckas OenoronoBas. [Ipu mpoBe-
JICHUH MCCIICOBAHUI MPUHSATHI MEPBI IS CBE-
JIEHUS K MUHUMYMY CTpaJlaHul >KUBOTHBIX U
YMEHBIIIEHHUS KOJTMYECTBA UCTIOIb3yEeMbIX MPOO.

TakCOHOMHYECKUI COCTaB  COIEPKUMOIO
py6na onpexaensiii MmetogqoM NGS ceKBEHUPO-
BaHus Ha npubope MiSeq (Illumina, CILIA). I'e-
HoMmHas JIHK Bbiaenena ¢ ucnoib30BaHUEM Me-
TOA XMMHUYECKOM AKCTpakiuu. KoHeHTpauio
JIHK ompenensiiv ¢ uCoiab30BaHHEM (IIFOOPO-
metpa Qubit 2.0 ¢ aHaTU30M BBICOKOH 4yBCTBH-
tenpHOCTH dSDNA (Life Technologies). bubnu-
oreku JIHK 16S moaroroBiieHbl B COOTBETCTBUU
¢ pabounm mporieccom Illumina ¢ mpaiimepamu,

XUMHUYECKUI COCTaB OJCOIHEYHOH J1y3ru, %o
Chemical composition of sunflower husk, %

Jlysra

MOJCOI- KaBUTHPO-

Maccosas 101 HeYHas u3- | KaBUTHU- BaHHasA +

MEJIBYCHHAA | pOBaHHAaA MOJIOYHasA

(KOHTpPOJIB) KHCIIOTa
CoIporo xupa 4,12 1,55 2,50
Cyxoro BemiecTa 93,2 71,2 87,4
CoIporo nporenHa 5,38 10,7 5,25
ChIpoii KIIeT4aTKu 50,9 45,1 50,2
CoIpoii 301161 2,40 2,00 3,20
Kanprus 0,24 0,30 0,30
docdopa 0,10 0,10 0,10
Caxapa 1,90 1,40 0,70
Kpaxwmaina 3,80 2,20 1,10

HareJleHHbIMH Ha V3- u V4-o6nactu rena pPHK
SSU, Takoro xak npsimoni SD-Bact-0341-bS-17
u obparnslii SD-Bact-0785-aA-21.

Pesynbrarhl, OMy4YeHHBIE B UCCIIEIOBAHUSAX,
00paboTaHbl ¢ MOMOIIBID O(PUCHOTO MpOTpaM-
MHoro Komruiekca Microsoft Office ¢ mpumene-
HUueM nporpamMmMbl Excel ¢ 00paboTkol TaHHBIX
B Statistica 10.0.

PE3VYJIBTATbBI U OBCY X XJIEHUE

[Tpu mHKYOMpPOBAaHNY KaBUTUPOBAHHOM JTY3TH
MOJICOJTHEYHUKA M KaBUTHPOBAHHOMN JIY3TH COB-
MECTHO C MOJIOYHOUW KHCJIOTOW Ha MOJIEITH «HC-
KYCCTBEHHBIN pyOeI mocie 6 4 OTMEUEHO MOBbBI-
HIeHHe mpeacTaBuTeneii knacca Flavobacteriia
Ha 5,43 u 3,93%, Elusimicrobia — 3,77 n 3,98,
Gammaproteobacteria 11,75 u 10,07% wu
CHIDKCHHE YHUCIIGHHOCTH OakTepuil Kiacca
Bacteroidia — na 5,72 n 2,63%, Clostridia — na
3,26 1 2,20% OTHOCUTEIBLHO KOHTPOJIS COOTBET-
cTBeHHO (cM. puc. 1). Bo BpemMeHHO# 3Kcmo3u-
1y 12—-24 4, HanpoTUB, IPOUCXOANUIIO YBEIUYE-
Hue Oaktepuii knacca Bacteroidia na 3,30—4,90
u Ha 8,29-11,28%, Clostridia na 1,66—1,50 1 Ha
2,74-3,27% 110 OTHOIIEHHUIO K KOHTPOJIIO COOT-
BETCTBEHHO.

Ha ypoBHe kiacca B rpymmax mpeoOna-
nand OakTepHWH, TPHHAUICKANNE K QUIyMy
Bacteroidetes.

TakcoHOMHYECKOE pa3HOOOpa3ue MHKPO-
Ouoma pyOIia Ha YpOBHE MOpPsJIKA OMpPEaeseT
TEeHJICHIIMIO BO BPEMEHHOM acrekTe 6, 12 u 24 4
(cMm. puc. 2).

[Tocne 6 U UHKYOMPOBAaHUS B ONBITHBIX IPYTI-
nax (KaBUTHPOBAHHOM JTY3TH U KaBUTHPOBAHHON
JY3TH ¢ MOJIOYHOM KHCJIOTOHN) yBETUYHMBAIHUCH
npeacraButenu nopsaka Flavobacteriales Ha
5,43 1 3,93% u Elusimicrobiales na 3,77 u 3,98%
OTHOCHUTEJILHO KOHTPOJISI COOTBETCTBEHHO. Tak-
K€ JIAHHBIC TPYIIIHI TOKA3JI YHCIICHHOS CHUXKE-
uue Bacillales — 0,11 u 0,21% wn Clostridiales —
3,26 1 2,20% OTHOCUTEILHO KOHTPOJIS.

[locne 12 4 wmHKYOMpoBaHUS HauOoJbIIEE
3HAYCHHUE YHCICHHOCTH OTMEUEHO Y TOPSIKOB
Bacteroidales na 3,30 u 4,90%, Clostridiales — 1,66
u 1,50% OTHOCUTENbHO KOHTPOJIBHOW TPYMIIHI.
[Tpoucxomuino ymeHblieHue mopsiakoB Bacillales
Ha 0,37 u 0,40%, Pseudomonadales — 8,30 u
10,0% 1o cpaBHEHUIO C KOHTPOJIEM.
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Fig. 1. The profile of the bacterial population of the class (in the time aspect of 6 - 24 hours) in the rumen
fluid when cavitated sunflower husks are included in the diet, both separately and together with lactic acid, %
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BaHHOU JIY3ru MOACOJIHCYHUKA OTACIIBHO U COBMCCTHO C MOJIOYHOM KHCJIOTOM OTHOCHUTEIILHO KOHTPOJIA, %

Fig. 2. The difference in the taxonomic composition

of the ruminal fluid when cavitated sunflower husks

are included in the diet, both separately and together with lactic acid, relative to the control, %
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[locne 24 4y uHKYOMpOBaHUS B OIBITHBIX
rpynmnax oOHapy>K€HO YBEIWYCHHE YHCICHHO-
ctu nopsaka Bacteroidales na 8,29 u 11,3%,
Bacillales na 3,79 1 5,34% OTHOCHUTEIIBHO KOHT-
POIBHOI TPOOHI.

BunoBoe pasHooOpazue MHKpOOHOLIEHO3a
PyOIIOBOH KUIKOCTH HA TIPOTSKEHUHU BCETO IKC-
MEePUMEHTAa MMENO0 CXOAHYIO TEHISHIMIO IPO-
IIEHTHOTO COOTHOIICHUS OAKTepUH ONBITHBIX
TPy OTHOCUTENbHO KOHTPOJILHOM (CM. puc. 3).

Bo BpemeHHOM wuHTEepBasie 6 4 WHKYyOHUpO-
BaHUs in Vitro BO BCEX Ipylmax MpeBaJIUpOBaI
BUJ Prevotella, HO B ONIBITHBIX TPYIITaX OH OBLT
Oonbire: Ha 2,65% (Ty3ra KaBUTHPOBAHHAS) U
Ha 3,33% (my3ra kaBUTHpPOBaHHAsI + MOJOYHAsS
KHCIJIOTa), B uHTepBajie 12 4 —Ha 3,07 u 2,66%,
24 q9—3,14 1 3,0% COOTBETCTBEHHO 110 OTHOIIIC-
HUIO K KOHTPOJIO. JTO MOXKET OBITh CBS3aHO C
TEM, YTO OIBITHBIC JIOOABKHU TIOCIIE BO3ICHCTBUS
yABTPa3ByKa U MOJIOUHOM KHUCIOTHI PEKOHCTPYHU-
pPYIOT OaKTepuaIbHyIO YKOCHCTEMY pyoOI1ia, 0co-
OCHHO pa3JI0KEHUE KJICTYAaTKK U Kpaxmaina [15].

genus ,%
o
o 5
N I
N B

I e
0 10 20 30

m Bacteroides m Paraprevotella

= Millionella Chryscobacterium

m Massilibacterium mBacillus

m Succiniclasticum ®m Comamonas

BBenenue OmbITHBIX A00ABOK CHOCOOCTBO-
BaJI0 CHIDKEHHUIO YHUCICHHOCTU OakTepuil BuIa
Acinetobacter B 1-ii onpiTHOU Tpynme ot 1,28
(6 4) no 18,06% (24 1), Bo 2-it — ot 3,37 (6 u)
1o 19,67% (24 u1); Butyrivibrio B 1-ii onbITHOU
rpynmne — ot 0,17 (6 1) o 1,15% (24 1), Bo 2-i1
onbiTHOW — oT 0,16 (6 4) no 1,01% (24 4) no
OTHOIICHHUIO K KOHTPOJIIO.

Bo BpemenHom unTtepBaie 6—12 u Bo Bcex
rpynmnax oTcyTcTBoBall Bun Bacillus, mo mpo-
IICCTBUU 24 4 B ONBITHBIX T'PYTIIaX JaHHBIA BUT
coctaBisan ot 0,5 mo 1,5% ot obmiero uwmcia
OakTepuii B mpooe.

BrisiBieHO, 4TO TpM 6-4acOBOM 3KCIO3HU-
LM KOJIMYECTBEHHOE COAEpkKaHUE OaKTepuit
Clostridia Bo 2-i1 ONBITHON TrpymIe yMeHbIla-
JIOCh OTHOCHUTENIbHO KOHTPOJSI, IOCIE 3KCIO-
3utuu 12-24 4, HanpoTUB, NPOUCXOAUIIO YBE-
nuaenue Oakrepuii kiacca Clostridia na 2,74—
3,27% 10 OTHOILEHHIO K KOHTPOIt0. BeposiTHo,
00paboTKa KaBUTHUPOBAHHOW JIy3TH MOJIOYHOMN
KHCIIOTOM BEAET K YBEIMUYEHUIO UYUCICHHOCTHU
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Fig. 3. Change in the bacterial abundance of the species (in the temporal aspect of 6 - 24 hours) in the
rumen fluid when cavitated sunflower husks are included in the diet, both separately and together with

lactic acid, %
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BoszeiicTBre kKaBUTHPOBAHHOM MOJICOIHEUHOMN JIy3TH M MOJIOYHOM
KHCJIOTBI Ha U3MEHEHHE TAKCOHOMUYECKOTO MPOGHIST MUKPOOHOMa
pyOLa XKBauHbIX in Vitro

MupomnukoB C.A., lyckaes ['K.,
Arnannieposa K.H., Martomenxo H.C.

JAKTaTyTWIM3UPYIOIIUX CEMEUCTB B KJacce
Clostridia o ucredenun 12—-24 9 dKCTIO3UIMH
[16]. BBeneHnue kKaBUTUPOBAHHOM JIy3TH MO/ICOJ-
HEYHHMKA U KaBUTHPOBAHHOMN ITy3r'M COBMECTHO
C MOJIOYHOM KHCJIOTOM CITOCOOCTBYET YBEIH-
YEHUIO0 pa3HOOOpa3us KJIacCOB OAKTEpHil, MpH-
HajuIexamux K Gunymy Bacteroidetes. YdeHbIe
BBUICHWIH, 4TO GUiyM Bacteroidetes siBnsiercs
OJTHOW M3 OCHOBHBIX OaKTepuil, y4acTBYIOIIUX
B IIPOU3BOJICTBE KOPOTKOLIETIOUEUHBIX KHPHBIX
kucioT [17], u 6onee MHOTOYUCIICHHBIX B CO00-
IIECTBAaX, CBI3aHHBLIX CO CIU3UCTOM 000JO0UKOM
WJTU aJIr€3MPOBAHHBIX HA MOBEPXHOCTIX KOPMO-
BBIX yactuil [18].

OmnpenensromuM (GakTOpoM IyUIIero mpo-
JQYKTUBHOTO JIEHCTBUS KOPMOBBIX J00aBOK Ha
OCHOBE OTXOJIOB MAaCIO3KCTPAKIIMOHHOTO IPO-
W3BOJICTBA, AKTUBUPYEMBIX DPA3TUYHBIMHU CIIO-
co0aMu, B KOMIUIEKCE C YIbTPa3BYKOBBIM BO3-
JEHCTBUEM Ha MPOLECC MUILEBAPEHUS SIBISIETCS
MeHbIIasi 0akTepHuaibHas HACBIIIEHHOCTh PyO-
11a, YTO MPUBOIUT K Oojee MpocToil Merado-
JINYECKOM TEMOoYKe. 3a CYET ATOTO MPOUCXOAUT
YBEIIMYCHUE KOHIICHTPAIIMA  OMpEIeTIeHHBIX
(hepMEHTATUBHBIX BEIIECTB, OTBEUAIOIIUX 32 I1e-
peBapUMOCTb IUTATEIbHBIX BellecTs [19].

3AKJ/IIOYEHHUE

Bo BpemeHHOM nHTEpBasie 6 4 HHKyOUpOBa-
HUS in Vitro B OTBITHBIX TPYIIaX MPEeBAIUPOBAI
BUj Prevotella: na 2,65% (J1y3ra KaBUTUPOBaH-
Hasi) u Ha 3,33% (J1y3ra KaBUTHpOBaHHAs + MO-
JIOYHAsI KMCIIOTA) BBINIIE OTHOCUTEIIEHO KOHTPO-
1s1. BeposiTHO, 3TO CBSI3aHO C TEM, YTO OIBITHBIE
N00aBKH MOCJIC BO3ICUCTBUS YIBTPa3ByKa U MO-
JIOYHOM KHCIIOTHI PEKOHCTPYHUPYIOT OaKTepHalib-
HYIO 9KOCUCTEMY PyOI11a, 0COOEHHO Pa3IoKeHUE
KJIETYaTKU U KpaxMmana. HkyOupoBaHue KaBU-
THPOBAHHOM JTy3TH TOJICOTHEYHUKA KaK OTICITb-
HO, TaK M COBMECTHO C MOJOYHOM KHCJIOTOH, B
pyOIIOBOI KHUJAKOCTH KPYIHOTO POTAaTOro CKO-
Ta BIUSET HA TAKCOHOMUYECKOE pa3sHooOpazue
OakTepuil ¢ mpeobrasaHueM MPUHATIEKAIIUX
Kk bunymy Bacteroidetes, B 4aCTHOCTH, YBEJIH-
YUBACTCS KOJIMYECTBO IMPEJICTABUTEICH Kiracca
Flavobacteriia.
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