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NPOBUOTUYECKOIO LUTAMMA L. ACIDOPHILUS Ana CO30AHUA CUHBEUOTUKA
ONA CENbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHbIX XXMBOTHbIX

THE EFFECT OF DANDELION EXTRACT ON THE PHYSICOCHEMICAL
AND MICROBIOLOGICAL INDICES OF THE PROBIOTIC STRAIN L. ACIDOPHILUS FOR FARM ANIMALS
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OpnHolt 13 cepbe3HblX NPobnem KMBOTHOBOACTBA SIBNS-
eTcs npobrnema BO3HWUKHOBEHWSI YCTOMYMBOCTW Y MaToreH-
HOW MUKPOCNIOpbl Ha (HOHE MAaCcCOBOMO MCMOMb30BaHUS
aHTNOMOTHKOB. PelueHne gaHHON Npobrnembl 3akmioyaeTcs B
MCMOMNb30BaHUM NPOBMOTUKOB, KOTOPbIE CMOCOOHLI NOAaB-
NATb Pa3BUTIE NATOrEHOB M MOMNOXUTENBHO BIUATL HA Mak-
poopraHmam. B ux coctaB BXOgAT pasnuyHble MUKpOOpra-
HM3MbI, HO Hanbornee onTMManbHLIMM U Ge3onacHbIMK SIB-
nstTcs GakTepum — NpeacTaBUTENM HOPMarmbHOA MUMKPO-
driopbl KMLWEYHWKA, Takue Kak naktobauwnnbl. okasaHo
BIMSIHWE Pa3MMYHbIX KOHLEHTPALWA SKCTpaKTa ogyBaHuMka
Ha PM3NKO-XMMUYECKME 1 MUKPOBMONOrnieckue nokasaresnu
Lactobacillus acidophilus. ns nccnenoeanns 6bin ucnonb-
3oBaH wWTamm L. acidophilus B-2515 n3 Bcepoccuiickoi
KOMMEKUMM NPOMBILLSIEHHbIX  MUKpoopraHnamos  (BKIM).
OueHnBanu BNUsSHUE 3KCTPaKTa OfyBaHUMKa B KOHLEHTpa-
unsax 0,1; 0,3; 0,5; 0,7; 0,9; 1; 2; 3% ot obbema npobbl. Y
nonyYeHHbIX 06pasLoB NpoBepsN CKOPOCTb 06pasoBaHus
CrycTKa, TUTPYEMYIO 1 aKTUBHYH) KUCIIOTHOCTY, @ TaKkKe YiC-
no KOE - konoHneobpasytoLmux eanHny B ¢m3. B npobax ¢
KoHUeHTpauusmm akcTpakTa ¢ 0,7 no 3% npoucxoauno pac-
CrioeHre Momoka W obpasoBaHue oCagka, NO3TOMY WX He
Wcnonb30Bani Ans AanbHeiLero nccnegosanus. Ans konb
¢ koHueHTpauusamm 0,1 n 0,3% He OTMEYEHO NONOXMTESb-
HbIX W3MEHEHWA MO CPaBHEHMIO C KOHTPOMEM: 3HAYEeHMs
BpPEMEHN 00pa3oBaHMsi CrycTka He OT/IMYAKTC OT KOH-
TPOMS, YUCTIEHHOCTb KNETOK M TUTPYEMast KUCIOTHOCTb HU-
K€ KOHTPONS, @ aKTMBHAsi KUCMOTHOCTb BbiLLe. [N KOHLEH-
Tpaumuu 0,5%, HanpoTuB, BbIN0 OTMEYEHO CTUMYMMPYIOLLEE
JENCTBMe aKCTpakTa opyBaHumka Ha L. acidophilus. TMpu
[aHHOM KOHLEHTPALMM Bbini NOMyYeHbl NyYlne 3Ha4eHNs
BpeMeHn 06pa3oBaHms cryctka (3,5 4), YUCNEHHOCTM KNETOK
(2,8x108 KOE/cm3), TMTpyeMOit M aKTUBHOWM KUCIOTHOCTH
(76,161,74°T 1 4,40+0,04 cOOTBETCTBEHHO), B CBS3U C YEM

Takas kombuHauus npobuoTtuka 1 npebuoTika MoxeT BbiTb
peKkoMeHZoBaHa 4ns CO3AaHus CHOMOTHKA.

Keywords: Lactobacillus acidophilus, probiotics, sinbi-
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The problem of the emergence of resistance in patho-
genic microflora due to the massive use of antibiotics is
one of the serious problems of animal husbandry. The use
of probiotics that can inhibit the development of pathogens
and positively affect the macroorganism is a solution to this
problem. Various microorganisms are part of the probiotics,
but the most optimal and safe are bacteria - representa-
tives of the normal intestinal microflora such as lactobacilli.
The influence of dandelion extract on the physicochemical
and microbiological characteristics of the probiotic L. aci-
dophilus strain are shown in this research. L. acidophilus
B-2515 strain from Russian National Collection of Industrial
Microorganisms was used for research. Dandelion extract
was used in concentrations of 0.1%, 0.3%, 0.5%, 0.7%,
0.9%, 1%, 2%, 3% of the sample volume. The clot for-
mation rate, titratable and active acidity, and the number of
CFU - colony forming units in cm3 were checked for the
samples. The concentrations of the extract from 0.7 to 3%
caused the separation of milk and the formation of a pre-
cipitate, so they were not used for further studies. For
flasks with concentrations of 0.1% and 0.3%, there were no
positive changes compared with the control: the clot for-
mation rate did not differ from the control, the number of
cells and titratable acidity were lower than the control, and
the active acidity was higher. In contrast, dandelion extract
at a concentration of 0.5% had a stimulating effect on
L. acidophilus. The best values of clot formation time
(3.5 hours), cell number (2.8 x 108 CFU cm3), titratable
and active acidity (76.16 £ 1.74°T and 4.40 £ 0.04, respec-
tively) were obtained at a 0.5% concentration. This combi-
nation of probiotic and prebiotic may be recommended for
inclusion in a synbiotic.
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BeegeHue

B HacTosilee Bpems B KMBOTHOBOACTBE CyLLe-
CcTByeT npobnema NpUMEHeHUs aHTUOMOTHKOB, CBS-
3aHHas C MOSBMEHNEM MHOXECTBEHHON nekap-
CTBEHHOW PE3NCTEHTHOCTM Y NATOreHHbIX MUKPOOp-
raHmsmoB [1, 2]. B cBsi3n ¢ 9TUM B ka4yecTBe anbTep-
HaTMBbl aHTUOMOTMKAM MPUMEHSATCS NPOBMOTHYE-
CKvie npenapatbl, KOTOpble MOMMMO aHTarOHUCTUYe-
CKOW aKTWBHOCTU 06MafaloT TakMMM MONE3HbIMM
CBOWCTBAMM, KaK CrocobHOCTb BOCCTaHABNMBATH
KMLLEYHYK MUKPOIopy W YKPEnnsaTb WMMYHUTET
XMBOTHbIX, @ TaKKe OKasblBaTb MOMOXUTENbHOE
BNMSHWE Ha UX NPOAYKTUBHOCTH [3, 4]. Kpome Toro,
ncnonb3oBaHne npobuoTkoB CrnocobCTBYET NOBbI-
LIEHWIO Ka4eCTBa NPOAYKTOB XWBOTHOBOACTBA [5].

OcHoBYy NpoBuoTUYECKUX NpenapaToB COCTaB-
NS0T pas3nuyHble  rpynnbl  MUKPOOPraHW3MOB:
APOXCKM, cnopoobpasytolme 1 MOMOYHOKUCTbIE
Baktepum [6]. Kpome TOro, Ans noBbieHUs 3d-
(DEKTUBHOCTW NPOBMOTUKM AOMOMHSOT Pa3nMYHbI-
MW npebuoTukamu, Hampumep, pacTUTENbHbIMM
9KCTpaKTamu, Nofy4as cuHOGUoTHKN [7].

Hanbonee 6e3onacHeiMn  NpoBuoTnyeckumm
MWUKpPOOpraHuaMami SBnsoTCH  naktobaumnnbl 1
BucbmpobakTepun, Tak Kak OHW SBNSKOTCSH YACTbHO
HOpManbHON MUKPOdopbl kuweyHuka [8]. OgHako
naktobaumnnel Gonee yCTONYMBbLI K BHELLHEMY
BO34ENCTBUIO B OTNNUME OT BudpmaobakTepuin, 4to
JenaeT ux Haubonee onTMManbHOW OCHOBOW ANA
npobunoTuka.

B cBAi3n C BbILEN3NOXEHHBIM LieNbH 1CCheao-
BaHUS SBMANOCb W3yYeHUe BIUSHWS OKCTPaKTa
OflyBaHUMKa Ha (PU3NKO-XMMUYECKME N MUKPOOMO-
rorMyeckue nokasatenu npobroTYECKoro Wramma

L. acidophilus pns co3paHns CUHOMOTMKA AnNs
CEMNbCKOXO3SANCTBEHHbBIX XWUBOTHBIX.

B 3agaum Bxoguno:

1) M3y4nTb BNUSIHWE SKCTPaKTa OAyBaHYMKa Ha
(DU3NKO-XMMUYECKME U MUKPOOMONOTMYECKIe noka-
3atenu L. acidophilus;

2) nogobpaTb KOHLEHTpaUuMi 9KCTpakTa, Oka-
3bIBAOLLYI0 MaKCUMarbHbIA NONOXUTENbHBIA 3d)-
(hekT Ha L. acidophilus.

Matepuansi u MmeToabl

OBbekTOM  MCCnenoBaHUa  SBASNCA  LUTaMM
L. acidophilus B-2515 u3 Bcepoccuickon konnek-
L\M NPOMBILLIIEHHBIX MUKpOOpraHnamos (BKMM).

[MpousBoauTenb 3KCTpaKkTa OfyBaH4MKa — KOM-
Mepyeckas pupma «QKCTpaKTbl Antasy.

KynbTusuposaHnue L. acidophilus nposogunm Ha
obeaxunpeHHoM mosoke (115 1 cyxoro Momnoka Ha
1 nuTp anctunnuposaHHom Boabl) u MRS-arape [9].
[na onpegeneHns TUTPYemo# KWUCMOTHOCTU WC-
nonb3oBanu 0,1 H pactBop NaOH n 1%-Hblit pac-
TBOP (peHonTanenHa; aHanu3 — Ha LUPOBOM
Tutpatope Biotrate DE-M 18. AKTMBHYyKO KMCIOT-
HOCTb onpegensanu ¢ nomowbto pH-metpa Mettler-
Toledo Five Go FG2.

OKCTPaKT OfAyBaH4MKa BHOCWMK B 0OE3XMpEH-
Hoe monoko B konudectse 0,1; 0,3; 0,5; 0,7; 0,9; 1;
2; 3%. B kaxayto npoby pobasnsnum 3aksacky. [o-
ns 3aksacku L. acidophilus coctaensana 5%. Onbit-
Hble konbbl nHkybuposanu npu 40°C B TepmocTate
«Binder BD 115» B TeyeHue 3,5-4 u.

MoocyeT umcneHHocTn nposognmu Ha MRS-
arape. Mocesbl KynbTuBMpoBanu npu 40°C B Teve-
HVe 72 4.
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Tabnuua
BnusiHue kKOHUeHmpayuu 3kcmpakma odyeaH4uka
Ha (husuko-xumuyeckue u Mukpobuonozuyeckue nokazamenu L. Acidophilus
KoHueHTpauums Bpems obpasosa- Tutpyemas AKTMBHas KUCMOT- | YMCNEHHOCTD,

9KCTpaKTa ogyBaHuuka, % HWS CrycTKa, Y KUCMOTHOCTb, °T HOCTb, eg. pH KOE/cm3
0 (KOHTpONb) 4 70,58+1,89 4,46+0,03 1,8x108

0,1 4 60,28+1,34 4,53+0,05 1,3x108

0,3 4 67,20+1,30 4,61+0,07 1,5x108

0,5 3,5 76,16+1,74 4,40+0,04 2,8x108

PesynbTathl 1 nx obcyxaeHme 3akntoyeHue

A3 oToBpaHHbIX AN UccneaoBaHUs KOHLEHTpa-
UM SKCTpaKTa OfyBaHYMKa TOMbKO 3 MUHUMAsb-
Hbl€ KOHLEHTPaLMM OKa3anucb NpUrogHbl Ans BHE-
ceHust KynbTypbl L. acidophilus. B npobax ¢ KoH-
LeHTpauusamu akctpakta ¢ 0,7 no 3% npomcxoauno
paccroeHne Momnoka u obpasoBaHue ocagka, 4To
CAeNnano HeBO3MOXHbIM WCNONb30BaHWE AaHHbIX
KOHLEHTpaLWin 4Ns AanbHERLWero akcnepuMeHTa.

[ns npob ¢ koHueHTpauweit akctpakta 0,1; 0,3;
0,5% 6binn wnccnemoBaHbl Bpems 06pa3oBaHMs
Cryctka, TUTpyemas 1 akTuBHas KUCMOTHOCTH, YuC-
neHHocTb kneTok (umcno KOE — konoHneobpasyto-
WKMX eanHuL B cm3) (Tabn.).

Mpn KyNbTUBMPOBaHUM Ha O0OE3KMPEHHOM MO-
noke npobebl ¢ 0,1 1 0,3% akcTpakTa 0bpasoBbiBany
KayeCTBEHHbIE CryCTKM 3@ 4 Y, KaK U KOHTPOSb.
Mpoba c koHueHTpaumeinr 0,5% obnagana
HauMEHbLUMM BpPEMEHEM CBEPTbIBAHWUS MOMOKa —
3,5y.

Kucnotoobpasytowas cnocobHocTb wuccneaye-
MbIX Npob BapbupoBana. Mpobbl ¢ KOHUEHTpaLmen
akcTpakta 0,1 1 0,3% xapakTepu3oBanucb CHUXEH-
HbIM KWUCIIOTOOBPa30BaHWEM MO CPABHEHUIO C KOH-
Tponem. B oTnmumne ot HKX npoba ¢ KOHLEHTpaLwmen
0,5% onepexana KOHTPOMb MO 3TOMY NOKa3aTeso
— BbICOKasi TUTPyeMas W HU3Kas akTWBHAs KUCMOT-
HOCTH.

Mo YpOBHIO YUCNEHHOCTM Npoba C KOHUeHTpa-
uveinn 0,5% TaKke nokasana pesynbTaT Bbille KOH-
Tpons. KoHuentpauum 0,1 n 0,3% He okasanu no-
NOXUTENBHOTO BMIMSIHUSA Ha KOMUYECTBO KNETOK B
npobe.

Takum 06pa3om, 3KCTPaKT OfyBaHYMKa CroOCo-
OeH oOkasblBaTb CTUMyNMpylOLee [feiAcTBhe Ha
L. acidophilus. Hanbonee ontumanbHbIA NPOLEHT
aKcTpakTa ogysaHumka coctasun 0,5%. lNpu gaH-
HOM KOHLEHTpauun Bbinn nonyyeHbl nyyiime 3Ha-
YeHust BpeMeHu 0b6pa3oBaHms cryctka (3,5 u), unc-
neHHoctn knetok (2,8x108 KOE/cm3), TuTpyemoin u
aKTUBHOWN KucrnoTHocTH (76,16+1,74°T u 4,40+0,04
COOTBETCTBEHHO), B CBSI3W C YEM Takas KOMOUHa-
Ums npobuoTuka 1 npebmoTka MOXET BbiTb PeKo-
MeHJ0BaHa Ans co3haHns CMHOuoTHKa.
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