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Pestlome. B cTaTbe npeacraBneHbl pe3ynbTaTbl UCCNEA0BaHUA BAUAHUA YPOBHA KOHLLEHTPATOB Ha KONMYECTBO METaHo-
reHOB M NepeBapUMOCTb NMUTATENbHbIX BELLECTB KOPMOB Y OBeL,. IKCNEePUMEHT NpoBeAEH Ha OBLAX POMaHOBCKOM Mo-
poabl C XpOHUYeCcKUmMK puctynamm pybua no bacosy. OnbIT NpoBeAeEH METOAOM Fpynn NEPUOAOB, AAUTENbHOCTb KaK-
aoro 30 aHeli (n=6). B nepBblit Nepuoa, oBLbl MONYYaan CEHO-KOHLEHTPATHbIN PaUMoH ¢ cogepXaHnem 20 % KoHLEeH-
TpaTtos, Bo BTOPOoi — 30 % KOHLEHTPATOB, B TPeTnin — 40 % KOHLEHTPATOB NO NUTATENbHOCTU. B KOHLE Kaxaoro nepnosa
6b1n NpoBeaeH 6anaHcoBbIN ONbIT M 0TOBpPaHbl NPobbl cogep:knmoro pybLa 1 KulieyHrKa (N=6). YsennueHue A40an KOH-
LLeHTPaTOB B PaLMOHE He OKa3aso CyLEeCTBEHHOMO BANAHMA Ha NEPEBAPMMOCTb NMUTaTe/IbHbIX BelwecTs Kopmos. OTme-
YyeHo Hamnbonbluee KONMYECTBO NepeBapeHHOro a3ota — 18,18 r. npwu Beoze 40 % KoHueHTpaToB. MNpu BBoae 20 %, 30 %
1 40 % KOHUEHTPATOB B PaLMOH OBel, KOAMYecTBo BblaeneHHoro CHy coctasmno 21,10; 17,88 u 15,88 autp/cyTku cooT-
BETCTBEHHO, TO €CTb YBE/IMYEHNE [0/IM KOHLLEHTPATOB B CTPYKTYPE PaLMOHA B 2 pasa CNnocobCTBYET CHUMKEHMIO Bbipa-
60TKM B KenyaouHo-KMweyHom TpakTe CHy B 1,33 pasa, 4To CBUAETENLCTBYET O CHUMKEHMM KOIMYECTBA OCHOBHbIX METa-
HOreHOB Kak B pybLie, TaK U B KMWeYHMKe. [oly4eHHble fAaHHble MOMOTYT B pa3paboTKe CTpaTernii No CHUMKEHWIO Bbipa-
6OTKM MeTaHa B OpraHM3Me KBayHbIX }KMBOTHbIX 4/1A NOBbIWEeHNA 3PPEKTUBHOCTU MCMNONb30BAHUA SIHEPTUM U CHUKEHUA
Harpy3Ku1 Ha OKPY*KatoLLYIO Cpesly OT Ce/IbCKOro X03AMUCTBa.
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Abstract. The article presents the results of a study on the effect of concentrate levels on methanogen numbers and the
digestibility of feed nutrients in sheep. The experiment was carried out on Romanov sheep with chronic rumen fistulas
according to Basov's method. The experiment was conducted using a period-group method, with each period lasting 30
days (n=6). In the first period, sheep received a hay-concentrate ration containing 20% of concentrates, in the second -
30% of concentrates, in the third - 40% of concentrates in nutritional value. At the conclusion of each period, a balance
trial was conducted and samples of rumen and intestinal contents were taken (n=6). An increase in the proportion of
concentrates in the diet did not have a significant effect on the digestibility of feed nutrients The highest amount of
digested nitrogen was observed - 18.18 g, with the introduction of 40% of concentrates. When 20%, 30% and 40% con-
centrates were introduced into the sheep diet, the amount of CH4 released was 21.10; 17.88 and 15.88 liters/day, re-
spectively, that is, an increase in the proportion of concentrates in the diet structure by 2 times reduces the production
of CH4 in the gastrointestinal tract by 1.33 times, which indicates a decrease in the numbers of basic methanogens both
in the rumen and in the intestine. The findings will help in developing strategies to reduce methane production in rumi-
nants to improve energy use efficiency and reduce the environmental impact of agriculture.
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WccnepoBaHue BbiNoMHEHO Npyu GUHAHCOBOM NoaAaepKKe MuHo6pHayKu Poccumn B pamKax peannsauum
HauMOHaNbHOro npoeKra "Hayka u yHusepcutetbl" (FGGN-2022-0009).

BBepeHue

OfHOM M3 BaXHbIX Npobsiem Ha CeroaHALWHUN
OEHb ABNAETCA M3MEHEHME KAMMaTa, CBA3aHHOE C aH-
TPOMOreHHbIMK BbiGpOCcaMu NapHWKoBbIX rasos (IMr)
[1]. Bo Bcem mupe Ha [0/t0 KMBOTHOBOACTBA NPUXO-
antca okono 14...15 % ot obuero o6bema aHTponoreH-
HbIX BbI6pOoCcoB MI, OCHOBHbIM UCTOYHUKOM KOTOPbIX AB-
naetca metaH (CH4) (39,1 %) [2].

MeTaH HaxoAMTCA Ha BTOPOM MecTe mnocine yrne-
kucnoro rasa (COz) no 3adpdEeKTUBHOCTU MNOI/IOLLEHUSA
TENNoBOro U3nydeHusa 3emnu. [lons BAMAHUA MeTaHa B
CO3aHUKN NMAPHUKOBOrO apdeKTa 3aHNMaAET NPUMEPHO
30% OT BeNWYMHbI, 3aHMMAEMOWN YrNEKUCAbIM Fa3om
[3].

B ocHoBHOM CH4 — No60YHbIN NPOAYKT MUKPOO-
HOl depMeHTauum yrneBoaoB. B pybue KBayHbIX XKU-
BOTHbIX HaXOAATCA PasfMyHble MUKPOOHble nonynsa-
LK, NpeacTaBaftowme rpynnbl npocteiwmx, 6aktepuii
M rpuboB, AEeNCTBYIOWMX HA YaCTUYKM KOpMa, pa3naras
nosamcaxapuabl PacTeHUt U NPOU3BOAS NIETYUNE KUP-
Hble Kucnotbl (JIKK), a Takke yrnekucnbiii ras (CO,) n
Bogopoa (Hz). Takke B pybue mmetoTca aHaspobHble
METaHOTeHHbIE apxeu, npoayuupylolme MeTaH no-
CpeacTBOM Mcnosib3oBaHMA n3bbiTka H, n CO, B Kave-
CTBE OCHOBHbIX cybcTpaTos [4, 5].

TaK)Ke CTOUT OTMETUTb, YTO BbigeneHne CHy npes-
cTaBnsaet coboit notepto Ao 12% sHeprum, noctynato-
e c nuwei B pybew, [6]. Takum obpasom, cokpalie-
HWe BbIOpOCOB KNweyHoro CH; NOMOXKET NoBbICUTb 3¢-
bEKTMBHOCTb  MCMOMb30BAHUA SHEPFUM U CHU3UTD
HarpysKy Ha OKpYXKaloLLyto cpefly OT Ce/IbCKOro X03AWn-
ctBa [7].

PeweHne npobnemb! BblAeNEHUA METaHa B XKK-
BOTHOBOACTBE TpebyeT KomMnieKcHoro nogxona. Be-
AeTcsA aKTMBHasA paboTta no paspaboTke n BHeApeHUIO
WHHOBALMOHHbIX METOL0B M TEXHOOMMIA, HanpaBaeH-
HbIX HA COKpalleHMe BbIOPOCOB MeTaHa B aTmocdepy
[8, 9]. Bblno oNy61MKOBAHO MHOXECTBO CTaTel, CBA3AH-
HbIX ¢ CH4, OT ceKBEHMPOBaAHUA reHOMa MEeTaHOreHoB
pybLa A0 BO3MOXKHbIX NOAXOA0B U METOAOB, KOTOpble
MOTYT 6bITb MPUHATLI AR YMeHblueHUsA Bbibpocos MI
[10, 11].

Hay4yHbI 1 NpaKTUYECKUI MHTEPEC NpeaCcTaBAAOT
cTpaTeruu, BAMAIOLWME Ha MeTaHOreHe3 nyTem ynpas-
JIEHUA KOpMAEHUEM U NuTaHMeM [12]. K HUm oTHocAaT
MCNONb30BaHME KOPMOBbIX A006aBOK pasfvyHOW Npu-
poabl (Hanpumep, TaHMHOB), MoaMdUKaTopoB pybLa, a
TaK)Ke KOPPEKTUPOBKa KauyecTBa M KoMyecTsa notTpeb-
nAemoro paumoHa [13, 14]. OgHol 13 TaKKx cTpaTerni
ABNAETCA MNOBbIWEHWE A0/IM KOHLEHTPUPOBAHHbIX KOp-
MOB B paLMOHe, C YyBE/IMYEHMEM KOTOPbIX MOBbILLAETCA
€ro sHepreTMyeckas NAOTHOCTb, @ AONA CTPYKTYPHbIX yr-
NeBOAOB CHUMKAETCA TaK e, Kak u pH pybua. 3to npu-
BOOMT K CHUXeHMUIO BblpaboTkn CHs Ha eanHuuy no-
Tpebnsemoro cyxoro BelyectBa (CB) u depmeHTUpO-
BaHHOro Kopma [15].

Mcnonb3oBaHWe KOHLEHTPATOB /IerKO coYeTaeTca
C APYrMMU CTPATErMamMM, HanpaBAEeHHbIMU Ha CHUXe-
Hue BblgeneHna CHs. Hanpumep, MHIMBUTOPBLI MeTaHo-
reHesa, Takme Kak 3-HuTpooKkcunponaHon (3-NOP) pe-
MOHCTPUPYIOT CUHEPTUIO C KOHLEHTpaTamu, B pesynb-
TaTe yero NOTEHLMAN NOME3HOro AEUCTBUA UHIMOUTO-
pOB YBENNYMBAETCA NPWU KOHUEHTPATHOM KOpMJEHUU
[16].

LUenb nccnepoBaHmna — U3yuntb BANAHUE Ha KONU-
YeCcTBO METAHOreHOB M MepeBapuMoCTb y OBeLl, Npu
ckapmnusaHum 20, 30 1 40% KOHLLEHTPUPOBAHHbIX KOpP-
MOB ANl YCTaHOBAEHUA Hambonee 3pdeKTMBHOro Uc-
No/sIb30BAHNA SHEPTUM KOPMA, @ TaKKe BO3MOMKHOCTU
KOHTPO/IA BbIBpOCOB MeTaHa B aTmocdepy.

Martepuanbl U meToabl

UccnepoBaHmaA No M3yYeHWIO BANAHUA PaLMOHOB
C pa3HbIM YPOBHEM KOHLEHTPATOB Ha 06pa3oBaHue me-
TaHa B OPraHM3me MeJIKMX KBAYHbIX *KMBOTHbIX MPOBO-
ANNCH B yCnoBUAX GM3N0N0rmyeckoro geopa u B nabo-
patopuax ®reHY dUL, BUXK nm. J1.K. 3pHcTa. dkcnepwm-
MEHT NPOBOAWJICA METOAOM FPynn-Nnepnoaos Ha ABYX-
rof,0BasiblX OBLLAX POMAHOBCKOM NOPOAbl B KOMYECTBE
6 ronoB, UMetoLLMX KNBYyo maccy 52-58 Kr, ¢ xpoHuye-
cKkumun ductynamm no bacosy.

B nepBbIit neprog, oBLbl NOAYYaNNU CEHO-KOHLLEH-
TPaTHbIN PaumoH ¢ cogeprkaHmem 20 % KOHLEHTPATOB,
B0 BTOpoi — 30 % KOHLLEeHTPaATOoB, B TpeTnn — 40 % KOH-
LLeHTPaTOB MO NUTaTe/IbHOCTU. PAUMOHbI A8 }KUBOTHbIX
6b111 cbanaHCMpPOBaHbI NO NUTATENbHOM U 3HEepreTuye-
CKOM LLeHHOCTW, YPOBHIO MUHEPA/IbHbIX BELLECTB.

OcHoBHol paumoH (OP) cooTseTcTBOBan Tpebosa-
HUAM 419 JAHHOTO BO3pacTa U BECOBOro NOKa3aTtess no
NnoKasaTensim sHepreTMYecKom u NUTaTeNbHOM LLeHHO-
ctn [17]. CocTas 1 NUTaTeNbHOCTb PALLMOHOB NPeACTaB-
NeH B Tabnumue 1.

Ta6bnuua 1. CoctaB M NUTaATENbHOCTb PaLMOHOB
oBel,

Mpynna
Kopma I-ne- II- ne- Ill- neovo
pos | pwop puoA
CeHo 3nakoBo- 13 12 11
pa3HOTPaBHOeE, K& ’ ’ ’
KoHUeHTpaThl, Kr 0,230 0,340 0,460
MNosapeHHan
conb, r 5,0 5,0 5,0
B paumoHe cogepkuTca:
O6meHHasn aHep-
rs (03), MUK 11,54 11,83 12,20
Cyxoe BeLLecTso 122 123 125
(cyx.B-BO), Kr
Cbipoit npoTenH
(), r 158 167 177
MNepeBapumbliit
npoteunH (MN), r 115 120 129
Cbipowt »kup (CK), 3 33 35
r
Cblpan Knet4aTka
(CK), r 277 257 237
Kanbuuit (Ca), r 7,1 7,2 7,5
docdop (P), r 4,4 4,5 4,6
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OCHOBHOM PauMoH, MUKPOKIMMAT U YCI0BUA CO-
AepKaHuA 6blM OAMHAKOBLIMWU ANs BCEX NEPUOJ0B U
Haxo4MNUCb B Npeaenax 300rmMrmeHnYecknx Hopm.

Mocne 3aBepLlieHUA NepUoaOoB KOpMaeHUA bblan
nposeaeHbl 6anaHCcoBble OMbITbl, B KOTOPbIX M3y4Yanu
nepeBapMMoCTb NUTATE/IbHbIX BELWECTB CEHa U KOMBU-
KOpMa, a TaKXKe MCNosb30BaHWe a30Ta No obLwenpuHsa-
TOW MeToaMuKe.

[na Toro, ytobbl onpesennTb BAUAHWE PasHOro
KO/IMYEeCTBa KOHLLEHTPATOB B paLMOHe Ha NoeaaemocCTb
KOpMa, eXKefHEeBHO Ha NPOTAXKEHWM BCEro Y4ETHOro ne-
puofa Npou3BOAMACA UHAMBUAYANbHbIA YYET 3adaH-
HbIX KOPMOB M MX OCTaTKOB. 10 OKOHYaHUIO ONbITa OTO-
6paHHble cpeaHne Npobbl KOPMOB, Kasla, MOYM NoABep-
rasMCb XMMUYECKOMY aHanm3y.

B 06pa3uax BO34YLHO-CYXOro COCTOAHUA onpese-
NANN cofepiKaHue: obliero asota — metogom Kvenb-
pana (FTOCT 13496.4-2019); cogepraHue CbIporo npo-
TENHA — NYTEM YMHOMEHMNA MPOLLEHTHOrO COAEepKaHUA
a30Ta Ha KoaddnuMeHT 6,25; cbiporo Kupa — aKCTparu-
poBaHWem cepHbim 3dupom B annapaTte CoKcneta no
meTtoay C.B. Pywkosckoro (FTOCT 32905-2014); cbipoi
KNEeTYaTKN — KMNaYeHnem B cnabbix pacTBOpax KMCNOT
n wenoyen no metoay leHHebepra u LtomaHa (FTOCT
31675-2012); 6€3a30TUCTbIX SKCTPAKTUBHbIX BELLECTB —
pacyeTHbIM MyTEM MO PA3HOCTM MEXAY KONMYECTBOM
OpPraHMYecKoro BeLecTBa U CogepKaHNem B HEM Cbl-
PbIX NPOTENHA, }KMPaA, KNETYATKM, 30/1bl U TUTPOBAATU.

Tak»Ke B KOHLLe Kaxaoro 6anaHcoBoro onbita no 3
neprMoaam y BCEX OMbITHbIX KMBOTHbIX OTBMpanucb
npobbl COAEPKMUMOro TONCTOrO OTAENA KULIEYHMKA U
pybua ana reHeTUYeCcKoro uccnefoBaHus pyoLoBoW K
TONICTOKMLLEYHON MUKPOBMOTLI. Micnonb3oBancs metos,
MUP-PB ¢ ¢nyopecueHTHOM AeTeKkuuen, BOCNpPOU3BO-
ANMOI NPV NOMOLLM KOMNAEKTa peareHToB «KonoHo-
bnop-16 (npemuym)» 000 «Anbdanab».

Pacwudposky pesynstatoB amnambuKkaumm pea-
NIM30BbIBaAN C UCMONb30BaHMEM NPOrPaMMHOro obec-
neyeHus, BxoasaLero B coctaB Habopa «KonoHodnop-
16 (npemunym)», cornacHo MHCTPYKL MM NPOM3BOANTENA.
B npouecce uccnenoBaHua 6bI10 NPOAHaIN3UPOBAHO
30 BMAOB MWKPOOPraHM3MoOB, B TOM YUCNE METAHO-
reHol, KoTopble npoayumpytoT CHa.

[na un3yyeHus meTaHoobpPa3oBaHWMA KMBOTHOE
nomeLLanu B MeTabosMyeckyto Kamepy 1 CoaeprKanu B
Hel B Te4eHMe 2-X CMEXKHbIX CYTOK.

MonyyeHHble B OMbiTe maTepuanbl 0bpaboTaHbl
61MOMeTpPMYECKN C UICNONBb30BAaHNEM METOAA ANCNepPCU-
OHHOro aHanusa (ANOVA) nocpeacTBOM Nporpammbi
STATISTICA, version 13 Ru, StatSoft, Inc.,, 2011
(www.statsoft.com). Mpu 3Tom BblUMCNEHBI Cleayto-
LMe BeNYUHbI: cpegHeapudmeTndeckan (M), cpegHe-
KBagpaTuyeckasn ownbka (tm) n ypoBeHb 3HAUMMOCTH
(p). Pe3ynbTaThl UcCNeA0BAHMIA CUMTANN BbICOKOLOCTO-
BepHbimun npu p <0,001 n goctosepHbimu npu p <0,01
n p <0,05. NMpwn p <0,1 go p>0,05 - TeHAEHUMA K JOCTO-
BEPHOCTM NOAYYEeHHbIX AaHHbIX. Mpu p>0,1 pasHuuy
CYMTaNU HEJOCTOBEPHOW.
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Pesynbrathbl

OCHOBbIBAACb Ha pesy/bTaTax MHAMBUAYANbHOTO
Y4Y€Ta CKapM/IMBaeMbIX KOPMOB U UX OCTATKOB, KonYe-
CTBa BbIAENEHHOTO Kasla U MOYU, XMMUYECKOTO COCTaBa
KOPMOB W BblaeneHnn bblia paccuntaHa nepesBapu-
MOCTb NUTaTe/IbHbIX KOMMNOHEHTOB paLuoHa. (Taba. 2.).

Ta6bnuua 2. MepeBapMMoOCTb NUTATENbHbIX Be-
LLLECTB PALMOHOB ONbITHbIMU O0BLUaMHK, % (Mim, n=6)

MutaTenn- Mpynna

HbI€ BE- I-nepuo, ll-nepuo lll-nepuo

wecTsa puoa, puog, puona,
Cyxoe Be-

eCTBO 67,13+1,10 | 65,01+2,73 | 64,65%0,55
OpraHu-

yeckoe | 68,25+1,15 | 67,04+2,62 | 67,70+0,56
BeLWecTBO
MpoTenn | 68,022,37 | 68,802,63 | 69,25%1,22
Wup 66,00+2,38 | 66,45%1,74 | 66,08%1,74
qK;Ti;' 57,37+3,06 | 58,52+3,16 | 58,61+2,40
53B 72,95%0,86 | 70,37%4,02 | 71,71%1,01

Mcxopa u3 gaHHbIX Tabnvubl 2, 4OCTOBEPHO 3Ha-
YMMbIX OT/IMYMIA MO NEePEBAPUMOCTM NMUTATENbHBIX KOM-
NMOHEHTOB Y YKMBOTHbIX M3 PA3HbIX FPYNN-NepUoaoB He
obHapy:xeHo. Camas 6o/bliasn pasHuLUa B 06LLEM KON-
yectBe U KoapdMLUMEHTax nepeBapumMmoctTn Habntoga-
eTCcA MeXay NepBbiM U TPEeTbUM NEepUoaoM, fae pas-
HULA KOHLLEHTPMPOBAHHbLIX KOPMOB YBENUUYMIACL B 2
pasa: ¢ 20% g0 40%.

BakHble ¢u3MONOrMYeckne npoueccbl B opra-
HU3ME KMBOTHOTO MOXKHO PACCMOTPETb KaK GYHKUMIO
6enkoBoro nutaHua (asotucrtoro obmeHa). N36bITOK ©
HEeZ0CTATOK MPOTEMHA BEAET K CHUXKeHUO 3bdeKTmB-
HOCTU MCNO/Ib30BAHMNA NUTATENbHbIX BELLLECTB U3 pauu-
OHa, TEM CaMbIM YBEe/IMYMBAA SHEPreTUYEeCcKne NoTepu.
BanaHc a3oTa 3a nepuog 6anaHCcOBOro onbiTa npes-
CTaBneH B Tabaunue 3.

Ta6bnuua 3. banaHc M nepeBapuMmMOCTb a3oTa
(Mm, n=6)

lpynna

MNokasa-

Tenb 1-nepuog, 2-nepuop, 3-nepuog,

(20% koHL,) | (30% KoHL,.) | (40% KoHL.)

Mpun-

HATO C

Kop- 21,50 24,41 25,54
MOM, T

Bbige-
NCHOC | 5 7740,48 | 6,980,67 | 7,36+0,32
Kasiom,

r

MNepe-
BapeHo, | 16,23+0,49 | 17,43+0,60 | 18,18+0,05
r

Boige-
NHOC | 6 15+0,78 | 5,89+0,70 | 8,42+1,05
MOYOM,

r

KoadpdpuumeHT nepesapmumoctu, %

-oT
NpWHA- 75,4+4,55 71,4+1,05 71,18%4,21
TOro
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Mo AaHHbIM Tabanupl 3, B 1 ONbITHOW rpynne npo-
CNeXKMBaAETCA HauMMeHblUee KOMYecTBO a30Ta, NOCTy-
NUBLLEro ¢ KOPMOM. ITO 3HayeHne Ha 2,91 r HMXKe no
CpPaBHEHWIO €O 2 rpynnoit U Ha 4,04 1 -no cpaBHEHUIO C
3 rpynnoi. MNogobHaa TeHAEHLMA OTHOCUTE/NIbHO ApY-
rMX rpynn NpoCNeXKMBAETCA U B MepeBapmMBaHUK a3oTa.
B 1 nepuoge nokasaTtenb nepeBapeHHoro as3ota bbin ca-
MbIM HU3KUM. Mpun 3TomM KoapPUuMeHT nepeBapumo-
CTM B nepBom nepuoge 6bln Hanbonbwum no
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CPaBHEHWIO C OCTa/NIbHbIMWU, HO BO BTOPOM W TPETbeM
nepmoaax KoNM4ecTBO MepeBapeHHOro asoTa BCE Ke
YBENNYMBANOCHL C YBENMYEHNEM A0AU NUTATENbHOCTU
KOHLEHTPaTOB COOTBETCTBEHHO.

B Hawem wuccnepgosaHuu 6bI10 NpoaHanM3npo-
BaHO BanAHne 20%, 30% n 40% KOHUEHTPATOB B paLu-
OHe Ha MMKPOBMOM pyBLLOBOrO M KULLIEYHOTO COAEPHKMU-
moro osel, (puc.1-2).
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Puc.1. Mukpobuota py6L0B0ro coaep>kMmoro osel, (n=6) Nnpn pasHom ypoBHe KOHLEHTPaTOB B pauuoHe
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o Rnmeasoe cod, 200 e KoHi. 0 Bimmepos cog. 0% o Kouig, 0 Bammeasoe cod, 409 s KoHL.

Puc.2. MMKpo6MOTa KULIEYHOTO CoaepXumoro oeew, (n=6) Npu pasHOM ypOBHE KOHLIEHTPATOB B paLyoHe

Mpu CKapMAUBAHUW PALMOHOB, COAEPMKALLMUX Pa3-
HbI NPOLEHT KOHLEHTPMPOBAHHbLIX KOPMOB, npocne-
JKMBAETCA KONMYECTBEHHOE W3MEHEHME Ccneayowmx
bakTepuii: Lactobacillus spp., Bifidobacterium spp.,
Escherichia coli, Bacteroides spp., Staphylococcus
aureus, Proteus vulgaris/mirabilis, En-terobacter spp.,
Blautia spp., Acinetobacter spp., Streptococcus spp.,
Roseburia inulinivorans, Prevotella spp.,
Methanobrevibacter smithii, Methanosphaera
stadmanae.

B KMLWEYHOM e coaepXumom Habnogaercs
ysenuuenue Bifidobac-terium spp., Faecalibacterium
prausnitzii, Akkermansia muciniphila, Enterobac-ter
spp., Roseburia inulinivorans, Ruminococcus spp., v
CHUXeHne  Lactobacillus  spp.,  Blautia  spp.,
Acinetobacter  spp,  Proteus  vulgar-is/mirabilis,
Streptococcus spp., Prevotella spp.,
Methanobrevibacter  smithii v  Methanosphaera
stadmanae.
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O6pasoBaHWe meTaHa B pybLe B IaBHYHO o4e-
pefb CBA3AHO ¢ MeTabo/IMYECKO aKTUBHOCTbIO MeTa-
HOreHHbIX apxei. OHW NPeacTaBAAT U3 ceba MUKPO-
OpPraHM3mbl, KOTOpble FeHEePUPYIOT MeTaH B KayecTse
Nno60YHOro NPoOAYKTa UX KU3HeaeAaTeNbHOCTU. K Takum
apxeam oTHocAatcs Methanobrevibacter smithii n
Methanosphaera stadtmanae. [18, 19].

B xofe vccnenoBaHuii Bbl10 OTMEYEHO, YTO C
yBeNNYEHNEM YPOBHA KOHLLEHTPATOB CHUMKAETCA U KO-
IMYECTBO  OCHOBHbIX  METAHOIEHOB, TAKWUX  KaK

Methanobrevibacter smithii 66111 Hanbonee
3aBUCAWMMM OT KOHLLEHTPATHOrO TMna KopmaeHus. C
yBeNNYEHNEM KONIMYeCcTBa KOHLUeHTpaToB (40%) mx Ko-
JIMYeCcTBO 3aMeTHO CHU3UIOCb B pybLLOBOM coaep»Ku-
MOM, B COLEPKMMOM KMUILUEYHUKA CHUNKEHUE XKe
Hayano npoucxogmuTsb yxe npun 30%.

Bonee YCTOMYMBLIMM OKasanucb
Methanosphaera stadtmanae. Mpw NOBbILWEHUM KOSIU-
YecTBa KOHLLEHTPATOB X KOIMYECTBO OCTaBa/I0Ch Ha OT-
HOCUTE/IbHO BbICOKOM YpoBHe. Ha pucyHkax 3 n 4 npea-

Methanobrevibacter smithii, Methanosphaera CTaBNEHbI KO/MIMYECTBEHHbIE N3MEHEeHUs
stadtmanae B pybuge 1 B KULLIEYHUKE. Methanobrevibacter  smithii v  Methanosphaera
stadmanae npv pasHOM ypOBHEe BBOAA KOHLLEHTPATOB.
9,2
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Puc. 3. Konnuecrso metaHoreHos (Ig10 KOE / mn) B py6LOBOM COAEPKMMOM MPU Pa3NNUHbBIX YPOBHAX KOHLIEH-

TPaTOB B paLuoHe
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7,0 S~
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KuweuHoe coa. (20% koHLU,.)
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o OQutliers
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© Outliers

= Extremes

Kuweuroe cop.( 40% koHL,.)

Puc. 4. Konnuectso metaHoreHoB (Ig10 KOE / mn) B KMLIEUHOM COAEPXKUMOM NPU Pa3NNUHbIX YPOBHAX KOHLLEH-

TPaTOB B pauuoHe
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B xoAe u3yyeHUs meTaHoreHesa y osedl, 66110 Bbl-
ACHEHO, YTO NPU YBEIMYEHUN A0N KOHLEHTPATOB CHU-
YKAeTcsa BblAeNeHMe MeTaHa BBWUAY KOAMYECTBEHHOrO
n3meHeHma metaHoreHos B XKKT osel,.

25 21,10+0,33

I/ CV

20%

Mpw BeegeHnmn 20 %, 30 % n 40 % KOHUEHTpATOB
BblaeneHHbln metaH (nutp / cyTkn) coctasun 21,10,
17,88 1 15,88 cooTBETCTBEHHO (pUC. 5).

15.88+0.,15

30% 40%

KOHICHTPATOB KOHIICHTPATOB KOHICHTPATOB

Puc. 5. BbiaeneHne NapHMKOBBIX ra30B U3 OpraHM3Ma OBeL, MNPU PasNIMYHbIX YPOBHAX KOHLLEHTPATOB B paLMoHe

Mpy NOBbIWEHNN KOAMYECTBA KOHLEHTPUPOBAH-
HbIX KOPMOB B 2 pasa, BbipaboTKa MeTaHa CoKpaTMnach
B 1,33 pasa.

O6cyKpeHue

C poCTOM [10/11 KOHLLEHTPATOB B paLMoOHe npowc-
XOOAT cneayolwme 3aKOHOMEPHbIE U3MEHEHUA B MUK-
pobuanbHom coobuiectse pybLa: KOAMYECTBO /IAKTO-
bakTepuit  (Lacto-bacillus  spp.),  cTpenTOKOKKOB
(Streptococcus spp.) v Prevotella spp. ysennunsaetcs, B
TO Bpems Kak budunaobakrepuit (Bifidobacterium spp.)
M MeTaHoreHoB  (Methanobrevibacter  smithii,
Methanosphaera stadmanae) ymeHbluaeTca 3a CYET
yBENWYEHWNA A0AM MOCTYNAKOLWMUX B OPraHU3M YyrieBo-
00B. JlTakTobaKkTepun B pybLe pepmeHTUPYIOT MOHOCa-
Xapa A0 MOJIOYHOW KMUCNOTbI, CHUKaa pH pybua [20],
YTO B CBOIO O4yepeab CNocobCTBYET YrHETEHUIO aKTUB-
HOCTM MeTaHOreHHbIX apxei. Beuay TOro, uTO
Prevotella, BeposATHO, ABAAETCA O4HUM M3 OCHOBHbIX
NPOAYLLeHTOB NPONMOHATa U CYKLMHATA, POCT €€ Konu-
4yecTBa NPUBOAUT K YBEZIMYEHUIO YPOBHA MPOMMOHATA,
ob6pasylolwerocs Npu  BbICOKOKOHLEHTPAaTHOM Tune
KopmaeHua [21], 4To Mbl U HabAOgaeM B HALIKUX Ucce-
[OBaHUAX.

B pesynbTaTe Hallero ucciegoBaHMA OKasanoch,
YTO PALMOHbI C BbICOKMM COAEPKAHNEM KOHLEHTPATOB
NPOU3BOAAT MEHbLUE METaHa, YEM C HU3KMM COAepIKa-
Huem. OAHaKO CTOMT OTMETUTb, YTO 3PPEeKTUBHOCTb
[AHHOWM CTPaTErMM CHUMEHUA BblAENEHUA MeTaHa Ba-
pboupyetca. B pabote Van Lingen H. J. et al. [22] coo06-
LLAN0Ch O BblAENEHUM METaHA KPYMHbIM POraTbiM CKO-
TOM Ha ypoBHe 20,7 r/Kr cyxoro BellecTsa Kopma Aaa
paLMOHOB C BbICOKMM cofepykaHnem oypaxa (225%)
NnoO CPaBHEHUIO C BblgeneHMem meTaHa nopsagka 15,2
r/Kr Cyxoro BelecTBa ANA HU3KOdypaxkHbIx (<18%)

Nuteparypa

paLMOHOB. JKCNEPUMEHTbI, B KOTOPbIX KOHLLEHTPATbI
CKapMJIMBAZINCL KMBOTHBLIM NPW NAcTOMLLHOM comep-
aHWUW, Oanu NpoTMBopeUmnBble pesynbtathbl [23]. B pa-
6orte Jiao et al [24] 6b110 NOKa3aHO CHUMMXKEHWUeE Bblaene-
HWA MeTaHa, O4HAKOo B 6osiee NO34HMX UCCNef0BaHUAX
coobuiaetcs 06 OTCYyTCTBMM M3MEHEHUI B KaKUX-TMHO
NoKasaTenAx, CBA3aHHbIX C 3IMUCCUEN meTaHa [25, 26].

Heobxoammbl fanbHelwne nccnesoBaHus, Ytobol
BbIACHWUTb, Kak cnocobbl 06paboTKM U COCTAaB KOHLEH-
TPaTOB BAMUSAIOT Ha BblAeNEeHNE MeTaHa, U onpesennTb
OonTMMasibHble ANA 6e30nacHOro CHUXeHUA Bbibpocos
MeTaHa 6e3 noTepu NPoAyKTUBHOCTU COCTaBbl paLymo-
HOB.

3aknioyeHue

MTorom sKcnepuMmeHTa Mo WM3YYEHUIO BAUAHUA
YPOBHA KOHLEHTPATOB Ha MepeBapuMMOCTb U Kosnye-
CTBO METAHOreHOB Y OBeL, CTa/I0 NONOXKUTENbHOE BO3-
OeNCTBME [L03UMPOBKM KOHLEHTPUPOBAHHbLIX KOPMOB
(40%) Ha cHMKeHMe obpa3oBaHMA METAHOIEHOB U CO-
OTBETCTBEHHO Ha CHUXEHME KOZIMYeCcTBa BblAENAEMOrO
XUBOTHbIMM MeTaHa.

Bsog, B paunoH 20 %, 30 %, 40 % KOHLLEHTPATOB He
OKa3a/l 3HaYMMOTO BIMSHMA Ha NPOLECC NULLLEBAPEHUS
M NepeBapuMMOCTb MUTaTeNbHbIX BELLECTB KOPMOB Yy
NoAOMNbITHLIX *KMBOTHbIX. HO mpu 3Tom oTMeuaercs
Hanbonbluee KONMYECTBO MepeBapeHHOro asota —
18,18 r. npu BBoAe 40 % KOHUEHTPATOB.

KonuuectBo BblAeneHHOro meTaHa Npu BBOAE
40% KOHLEeHTpaToB 6bl10 HMXKe B 1,33 pasa, yem npwu
20%, 4TO CBNAOETENbCTBYET O CHUMEHUM KOIMYECTBA OC-
HOBHbIX MeTaHoreHoB Methanobrevibacter smithii,
Methanosphaera stadtmanae Kak B pybue, TaK U B KU-
LIEYHMKeE.
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