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NMEPCNEeKTUBHBIX JJIsl IPOU3BOJACTBA 3TAHOJIA
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AHHOTaIMs1. DTWIOBHIN CHHPT SBISIETCS BOCTPEOOBAaHHBIM CHIPHEM B PAa3IMUYHBIX OTPACISIX HAPOIHOTO XO3SHCTBA, B YACTHOCTH B
MHIIEBOH MPOMBIIUICHHOCTH, MeIUIHE, KOCMETOJIOTHH. B mocnenHee BpeMs, B CBS3M C HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO CHH3UTH HAarpys3Ky Ha
HKOJIOTHIO, ITAHOJI UCIIONB3YIOT B KAYeCTBE TOIUIMBA, YaCTHYHO 3aMeHss OCH3HMH U AN3EeIbHOE TOIUIMBO B JBUTATENIX BHYTPEHHETO
cropanusa. Kpome Toro, a1 MHOTUX CTpaH, KOTOpbIE HMEIOT Ae(HIHUT YIIEPOIHBIX CKOMAEMBIX, 3aMEeHa YacTH OSH3MHA Ha 3TaHOI
SBJAETCS pEIIeHHEM IpoOIeMbl CHIKEHHS ce0eCcTOMMOCTH ToIluimBa. B Hacrosmee Bpems 95% nsTaHona, MPOM3BOAUMOIO U3
PacTUTEIBHOTO CHIPBS, 3aMeHsieT 32% OeH3uHa. B pesymbpraTe npoBeneHHON pabOTHI OBIIO YCTAaHOBICHO, YTO IS OLEHKH BIMSHUS
9TaHONA Ha (M3HOJOTHYECKYI0 aKTHBHOCTH JPOJMCOKEH CIEAyeT HCIOJb30BaTh Pa3IMYHbIE METOABI KOHTpois. Tak, OTCyTCTBHE
MEPTBBIX KJIETOK B KyJIbTYpe, KaK ITOKa3aJli II0Jy4eHHbIE JaHHbIe, HE MOTYT B IIOJIHOM Mepe 0OBsICHUTh MeTab0INIECKYIO aKTUBHOCTD
IpoXoKed B cpeze ¢ aTaHosoM. [To Bcell BUAMMOCTH MHTEHCHBHOCTH ATAHOJBHOIO CTpEcca CBs3aHAa CO CIIOXKHBIMH, T€HETHYECKH
00YCIIOBJICHHBIMH IIPOLIECCAMU, HAPUMeEp, aKTHBAIMEH pa3BEpHYTOro OEIKOBOIO OTBETAa M M3MEHEHHEM aKTHBHOCTH (hepMEHTOB
OIIP. CpaBHEHHE HHTEHCHBHOCTH Pa3MHOXEHHS ABYX IITAMMOB CIIMPTOBBIX APOXOKEH YKa3bIBAIOT HA HEOOXOAUMOCTh H3YUCHUS HX
(IoKyISIIMOHHONW akTUBHOCTH. Kpome TOro, mpu MHOKYISAIHMU CPEAbl CIeIyeT yUHTHIBATh PA3IHUMs B pa3Mepe KIETOK Pa3HBIX
KYJIBTYp, KOTOPBIE MOTYT CYIIECTBEHHO oTinn4aThcs. Hampumep, nposxoxu mramma C16 Gompiie mo pa3Mepy kieTok mramma C48 Ha
33%. Ilpu cpaBHUTEIILHON OIEHKE IITAMMOB CIIEAYeT UCHONb30BaTh TONBKO KOJMIECTBEHHOE ONpeeTIeHHe KOHIIEHTPAIUU KIETOK B
MIOCEBHOM MarepHaie, a He MacCOBYIO JIOJI0 OMOMACCHI B HEM.

KiroueBble ciioBa: JAPOXKHU, 3TAHOJI, MOp(l)OJ'IOFI/Iﬂ, CTa6I/IJ'ILHOCTI:, KJICTKaA.
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Abstract. Ethyl alcohol is a sought-after raw material in various sectors of the national economy, in particular in the food industry,
medicine, and cosmetology. Recently, due to the need to reduce the burden on the environment, ethanol is used as a fuel, partially replacing
gasoline and diesel fuel in internal combustion engines. In addition, for many countries that have a carbon deficit, replacing part of gasoline
with ethanol is a solution to the problem of reducing fuel costs. Currently, 95% of ethanol produced from vegetable raw materials replaces
32% of gasoline. As a result of the work, it was found that to assess the effect of ethanol on the physiological activity of yeast, various
control methods should be used. Thus, the absence of dead cells in the culture, as shown by the data obtained, cannot fully explain the
metabolic activity of yeast in a medium with ethanol. Apparently, the intensity of ethanol stress is associated with complex, genetically
determined processes, for example, activation of an extensive protein response and changes in the activity of ER enzymes. Comparison of
the reproduction intensity of two strains of alcoholic yeast indicates the need to study their flocculation activity. In addition, when
inoculating the medium, one must take into account the differences in cell size between different cultures, which can vary significantly.
For example, yeast strain C16 is 33% larger than cells of strain C48. When comparatively assessing strains, only the quantitative
determination of the concentration of cells in the inoculum should be used, and not the mass fraction of biomass in it.
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npeBecuHsbl [6, 7], a Takke OBITOBBIX YIIIEBOACO-
nepxamux otxomoB [8]. IlosBistoress paboThI,
B KOTOPBIX MPEJIATatoT MOTYYaTh STAHOI U3 Pa3iiind-
HBIX JK30THYecKHX i Poccuiickoit Denepanun
pacrenmii [9]. He 3aBUCHMO OT MCTOYHUKA CBHIPbHS
B TEXHOJOTHHU MPOM3BOACTBA OMO3TaHOIA 00s13a-
TEIbHOM  cTamueidl  sBuserca  QepmeHTaLUs

BBenenne

JInst IpoM3BOICTBA ATAHOJA HCHOJIB3YETCS
OBICTPO BO30OHOBIISIEMOE PACTUTEIILHOE CHIPbE MU
OTXO/IbI MHUINEBBIX TpepusTuii [3-5]. PaspabatsiBa-
FOTCSI TEXHOJIOTUH MOJTYICHUS STAHOJIA U3 IMTHUH
COJZICpIKAIIMX  OTXOJOB TIIOCIE MepepadbOTKH
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THIPOJIM3aTOB, COACPKALIMX peaylUupyeMble ca-
xapa [10]. KonuuecTtBo cOpaKMBaEMBIX JPOMKIKAMU
yrieBoJoB B Hux Konebnercs ot 0,7 r/n [6] mo
138r/x [10]. UmeHnHO mo3TOMY Mesacca, coaepxa-
mas 10 50 % caxapo3sbl, MO-TIPEeXKHEMY SBIISETCS
MEePCIIEKTHBHBIM CBIpbeM. BakHO, YTO HMMEHHO
Onarojaps BBICOKOMY COJICPKaHHIO CaXapo3bl
MOKHO 3(QEKTHBHO IepepadaThiBaTh BBICOKO
KOHIIEHTpHUpOBaHHbIe cpenbl [2, 11]. Tak, Beige-
nennble CanmoMm Kemkapom ¢ moBEpXHOCTH SATOX
BUHOTpaJia Ipoxoky Hanseniaspora oputiae cnocoOHbI
pactu B cpene, coaepxarieii 50 % rimoko3sl. Ycra-
HOBJIEHO, YTO JAHHBIM BUJA APOAOKEH SBISETCS
CITUPTOYCTOWYMBBIM U MOYKET TIPOYIIMPOBaTh /10 21 %
sranona [12, 13]. Tlo Bceit BuAMMOCTH M cpenu
JPOXOKEH CaXapOMHUIIETOB MOTYT OBITH IITaMMBI,
KOTOPBIC 3HAYUTCIIBHO IMOBBICAT BBIXOJ 3TaHOJIA.
DTH JPOAKIKH TOTDKHBI XapaKTePU30BaThCS OCMO- U
crnupTo — ycroiunBocThio [1, 14-17].

Henb padorsl — uccrenorats Mophodu-
3UOJIOTHYECKUE CBOMCTBA U CIIUPTO-YCTOUYUBOCTh
JPOXOKEH CaxapoOMHUIIETOB, MPUMEHSEMBIX B pa3-
JIMYHBIX GI/IOTCXHOJ'IOFI/I‘ICCKI/IX mponeccax.

MaTepI/IaJ'II)I H METO/bI

OO0BeKTaMU UCCIIEAOBAHNS SBIISUIUCH: IITAMMBI
crpToBbIX aposiokeit C16, C25, C48 Saccharomyces
cerevisiae u3 koyutekiu yHuBepcutera UTMO,;
nexkapckue apoxoku mramMmm RCAM 02150 us koi-
nexuuu BKIIM (Mockaa).

WnenTudukanus mraMMoB JpOXiKed METo-
nom ITHP. ITposenenue [P B peansHOM BpeMeHU
C TOCIEAYIOIMM aHAJIM30M KPHUBBIX IIIaBJICHHUS
BbIcOoKoro paspemenus: (HRM ananus) npoBoaniu
Ha amruingukarope CFX96 BioRad. Peakionnas
cmech o0béMoM 20 mka coxepxkana 10,0 mxi
Master MiX, 2x KOHLIEHTpaLUK ¢ KpacuTeneM Sybr
Green, MCI2 konnieHTpanueti 2,5 MM IpOr3BOJICTBA
00O «burne». Mcnions3oBanu npaiimeps! ITS1 n
ITS4 B xornentpanuu 0,3 MM

00O «burney u 1,5 mxi Beigenennoi JJHK
uccieayembix mrammos [18, 19].

post@uestnik-vsuet.ru

VYcnosus [P Brmroyanu mpenBapUTENbHYIO
neHatyparpro ipu 95 °C — 420 c. u 45 1MKII0B aMInIi-
¢uxarm (60 °C—15¢.,72°C—-15¢.,95°C—-15¢.).
Pesxxum HRM -20 urenwuii Ha 1 °C.

Ha pucynke 1 m3o0paxeHa kpruBasi TeMiepa-
TYpBbI IIABJICHUS] KOHTPOJIBHOTO 00pasiia, B KOTOPOM
OTCYTCTBYIOT JIPOXOKH, COOTBETCTBEHHO OTCYTCTBYIOT
u nuku riasnenus JJHK (uepHast nuHus).

Meit Peak -

A(RFUYIT

Pucynok 1. KpuBas temmeparyp miasieHus (HETaTHBHBIN
KOHTPOJIb)

Figure 1. Melting temperature curve (negative control)

PesyabTarsl

[lepBoHauanpHOM 3amayeil CTOsIa OLICHKA
(hM3MOJIOTUYECKON aKTUBHOCTH Jpoxoken. s
ompeneneHust  (QU3MOJIOTHUECKOW  aKTUBHOCTH
poXCKed OBLT  HCIONB30BAaH  AKCIIPECC-METON
C.I'. JlaBBIIEHKO, KOTOpBI AAaeT BO3MOXKHOCThb
KOJIMYECTBEHHOW OLIEHKH CIUPTOYCTOMYUBOCTH U
0TOOpa MEePCIIEKTHBHBIX IMTAMMOB JIJISI IPOU3BO/I-
ctBa [20; 21]. CornacHO MeTOIUKE, IMUTATEIbHAS
cpena Juid KyJIbTUBUPOBAHUS IPOAOKEH coeprkaa
pacTBOp INIHOKO3bI U BOCBMUKpATHYIO cpeny YEP
(8 X YEP), B cocras kotopoii Bxoxunu 16% mer-
ToH U 8% npoxokeBoit 3dKcTpakT. KonmdecTBo
TJIIOKO3Bl BO BCEX BApHAHTaxX OIBITA COCTABIIUIO
0,5 mn, cpeapt 8 X YEP 0,25 miu, apoxkeBoin
cycrensun 10 X 107 xierok / mut — 0,5 mut. Kosu-
YeCTBO BOJIBI M 3TaHOJAa BHOCHJIM B 3aBHCHUMOCTH
OT IeJM uecineAaoBanus (Tadmuma 1). O0muii 0obeM
CYCIIEH3UU B IINPULIAX COCTABISI 2 MJL.

Jnst MHOKYMSAUMU MCIONB30BATIN CYCIIEH-
3UI0 YUCTOW KYJBTYPbl APOXKKEH HCCIETYEMBIX
mTamMMoB. IlnmaH sKcnepuMeHTa MO HU3YYEHUIO
BJIMSIHUS 3TaHOJa Ha (DU3HOJIOTHIO IPOXKIKEH MpH-
BeJeH B Tabimre 1.

Tab6numa 1.
[Tnan sxcnepuMeHTa O U3YYEHHUIO BIUSHUS 3TaHONIA B KOHIEeHTpanuu 10% Ha GU3H0NOTHIo IposkKen
Table 1.
The plan of the experiment to study the effect of ethanol at a concentration of 10% on the physiology of yeast
Obpaszen I'moko3a, 40% 8 x YEP Hpoxoxesas cycriensus 10 X 107 kmeTox/m H,O OraHon
Sample Glucose, 40% Yeast suspension of 10 x 107 cells/ml 2 Ethanol
Konrposs | Control 0,5 0,25 0,5 0,75 0
10% sranona | 10% ethanol 0,5 0,25 0,5 0,55 0,2
ITonydyenHsie pacTBOpPbl NEPEMENINBAIIH, Bo BpeMst OpokeHUsT IPOXKKH TIPOU3BOIUIH YTIIe-

HaOWpany B MIPHUILl BMECTUMOCTBIO 10 M, repme-
TUYHO 3allauBajM ero HWKHUK KoHel. KynbTuu-
poBanne mmminock 17 4 npu temnepatype 30 °C.
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OILICHUBAJIN I10 BBICOTE MOABEMA IMOPIITHA.
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MeTabonu4eckylo akTHBHOCTH LITAMMOB
CpPaBHHBAJIM IO KOJHMYECTBY BBIIEJINBIIEIOCS
IUOKCHUIA YIIIepoJa.

OrpeneneHye KOHIEHTPAIUK MEPTBBIX KIETOK.
Jna onpeneneHuss KOHLEHTPALUMKU MEPTBBIX KIJIETOK
COZIEP)KMMOE MITIPUIIOB BBUIMBAIN B MPOOHPKH H
ueHTpudyrupoBain B teueHue 3 muHyT. Ilocme
HEHTPU(YTHPOBaHMS U3 TIPOOUPOK YIAISIIH CyIepHa-
TaHT, B JIPOACKEBOH OCAZOK NOOABISUIM BOAY IO
HaYaIbHOTO 00BheMa MpoOkL. Jlaree okparBaHue Kire-
TOK METHJICHOBBIM CHHIM TIPOBOAIHN cortacHo [20].

WUnentndukanms cnmpTOBBIX IpOXOKeH ¢
nomoipeio Metona ITIP. B xauecTse sranona ObLI
B3ST WITaMM nekapckux apoxxeir RCAM 02150,
KOTOPBI MPUHAIJISKUT K BuAy Saccharomyces
cerevisiae. Ha pucyHke 2 mokazaHa KpuBast TEMIIe-
parypel tuaBnenuss [ILP ¢parmenta mexnay
yuactkamu [TS1 u ITS4 pubocomansroii JJHK mst
IPOOKEH 3TOTo ITaMMa. BBIsSBICHBI 2 IHKa C TEM-
nepatypamu miasneHus 83,6 °C u 82,7 °C.

L=

Temperature, Celsius

Pucynok 2. Kpuast temniepatypsl miaenennst RCAM 02150
Figure 2. Melting temperature curve RCAM 02150

Meit Peak =

ARFU)dT
H

o5 70 75 30 a5 s o5
Temperature, Celsius

Pucynoxk 3. Kpusas Temneparypsl asneHns mramma C 16
Figure 3. Melting point curve of strain C 16

— B

s
Temperature, Celsius

Prcynok 4 — KprBast Temniepatypb! riasieHus mramma C25
Figure 4 — Melting point curve of strain C25

Molt Poak -~

Temperature, Celaius

Pucynok 4. KprBast Temniepatypb! miaBieHus apoxoxeit C48
Figure 4. Melting point curve of strain C48
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Kax BHIHO Ha pUCyHKax 3-5, KpUBBIE IUIaBIIE-
Hust 171t ipoxoxeit mrammo C16, C 25 u C48 nmenn
TaKOM k€ MPOHIIb, KaK 1 TIEKAPCKHUE POXKIKH.

MOXHO clienaTh BBIBOJ O OJIM3KOM TaKCOHO-
MHYECKOM pOJCTBE BCEX IPOAHAIN3UPOBAHHBIX
IITAaMMOB.

Ha pucynke 6 npuBeneHbl pe3ynbTaThl IKC-
MEPUMEHTa, B KOTOPOM KOHIEHTPALUs 3TaHOJIA B
OMBITHBIX 00pasnax cocrarisiuia 10%. Bugno, uto
CHIDKECHHE BBIJICJICHHE YIJIEKHCIIOTO Ta3a 0COOCHHO

BBIPaXKEHO Y cOUpTOBBIX mTaMMOB C48 u C16.
T

Pucynox 5. Buemnmii Bux mmpuioB mocie 17 4
kynsruBupoBanus mpu 300 °C (1 — mramm RCAM
02150 xontpons, 2 — RCAM 02150 omeit, 3 — C48
KOHTpOJb, 4 — C48 ombit, 5 — C25 — KOHTpOIIB, 6 — C25
omsbIT, 7 — C16 KoHTpOIB, 8 — C 16 OmBIT)

Figure 5. Appearance of syringes after 17 hours of
cultivation at 300 °C (1 — strain Rcam 02150 control,
2 — Rcam 02150 experience, 3 — C48 control, 4 — C48
control, 5-C25 control, 6 — C25 control, 7 — C16 control,
8 — C16 experience)

ToxcuuHoe NeficTBIE 3TaHOa Ha (PU3HOIIO-
THYECKOE COCTOSHHE IPOXOKEH ONpeersuid 1o
COJICPYKAHHIO MEPTBBIX KJICTOK ITyTE€M OKpAIIINBAHUS
MCTUJICHOBBIM CUHUM U I10 KOJIMYCCTBY BLIJICIVB-
IIerocs IMOKCHUIA YIIIepoia.

Ha pucynke 7 BumHO, 4YTO BCce 0O0pa3Lbl
JPONOKEH MMEIOT BBICOKYIO JKH3HECIIOCOOHOCTD,
TaK KaK KOJMYECTBO MEPTBBIX KJIETOK B KOHIIE
npolecca KyJIbTHBUPOBaHUsS He mpesbimaer 3%.
OO0paiiaer Ha ceOs1 BHUMaHKE Pa3Inyusl B pa3Me-
pax KJIETOK HW3y4yaeMbIX INTAMMOB J[POXOKeH
(pucynku 8-11). MakcuMalbHBIN pa3Mep UMEIOT
KIETKM ITEKAPCKUX APOkeh (9 MKM), MUHUMAJIb-
Helid — apoxokn C48. Ananu3 Mopdoornueckoit
KapTUHBI TIOKA3bIBAET, YTO BCE 0OPasIbl CTUPTOBBIX
JPOXCKEH MMEIOT OKPYTIIyro (OopMy, B TO BpeMs
KaK JII IEKapCKUX JIPOAOKEH XapaKTepHa OKpYIJIo-
oBaJibHasA opma.
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Pucynox 6. ConmepkaHue MEpTBBIX KIETOK mocie 17 9
kynsTuBHpoBanus mpu 30 °C

Figure 6. The content of dead cells after 17 hours of

cultivation at 30 °C

[5)

7 10um

KomTpoasmstii o5pasen
D s3pocasix kremorx = 9 um. Popua wiemox
xpyzras. Hadarodaromes neboasuiue 6axyoau

O6pasen ¢ ormerTpanmei >Tanoa 10%)
Draemor="9 . Bopya x1emos kpyzas.
Habswodaromes neGonsuue saxyos

Pucynok 7. Mopdomnorust aposokeit mramma RCAM 02150
Figure 7. Morphology of ye

Q \ <

KomTpoasastii o5pasen
D s3pocasix xaemon = 8 . Dopwa xremor
spyaran. Hab11odaromen uazenswie 6akyon.

ast strain RCAM 02150

% 2 oS

O6pasen ¢ xounentpanueii sranoaa 10%)
Drcremox=8 . Popua xremox xpyzias.
Hadawdanomen sarensxue saryoru

Pucynok 8. Mopdosnorus mpoxoxeii mramm C16

Figure 8. Morphology of yeast strain C16

> e

o) . RO .

KomTpoasasii o5pasen
D s3pocasex xaemox= 7 . Bopua xremox
xpyz1as. HoG100aromes uarenssiue saxyors.

OGpasen c xommesTpanmei sranoaa 10%)
7 px. Gopua »
HaGw00a10mes marenssiue saxyoas

Pucynox 9. Mopdoiorust apoxoxeit mramma C25

Figure 9. Morphology of yeast strain C25

oum

KomTpoasmstii o6pasen
D s3pocasex kremox= 6 jum. Popya x1emox:
pyeras. Habaodaromen sarenswue saxyotu

Ob6pasen ¢ kounenTpanumeii sranoaa 10%)
Draremox = 6 s Dopya K1emox Kpy21as.
Habarwodaromes marenswue saxyoau

Pucynox 10. Mopdomnorus apoxokeit mramma C48
Figure 10. Morphology of yeast strain C48

66

post@uestnik-vsuet.ru

IIpu cpaBHEHHHM METa0OJIMYECKON AKTHB-
HOCTH INTAMMOB CIIUPTOBBIX JPOXIKEH, KOTOpas
ompeNeNsiach M0 KOJUYECTBY BBIICITHUBIICTOCS
JMUOKCHIa yIiepoja B Mpolecce COpaKUBaHUS
Cpepl, HaXOJIAIIEHCS B IIMPHIIAX, YCTAHOBICH UH-
TepecHbiil akt (pucyHok 12). Ilpu mpakTuuecku
OJIMHAKOBOM COJICPYKAHHUHU HMBBIX KJIETOK BO BCEX
obOpa3nax kommuecTBo obOpaszoBaBmerocs CO»
knetkamu 1mrtamma C16 cocrtaBmsna 53,2% ot
KOHTPOJIsI, T. €. KOHTPOJLHOTO BapHaHTa, HE CO-
JIepKalero 3TaHoll, B TO BPeMsl KakK Ui JPYTHX
IITAMMOB 3Ta BEJIWYMHA COOTBeTcTBOBana 87,8%
(mramm RCAM 02150), 92,1% (mramm C25) u
82,8% (mrramm C48). MakcuMalibHy0 OpOTUIBHYIO
AKTUBHOCTh MMenu MmramMMmbl C25 u mekapckue
nposoku (92.1% u 87.8% COOTBETCTBEHHO).

25

20

0

RCAM RCAM CA8K Cca8 C25K C25 C16K Cc16
02150K 02150

= [
w

KoaudecTso Bblaeauelleroca COz
)

Pucynox 11. BeicoTa mnogbemMa MOpLIHA 3a CUET
BoienieHuss CO; mpH  KyJIbTUBHPOBAHUM IITaMMOB
Z[pO)K)Keﬁ Ha cpeaax pa3HOoro cocCraBa (663 3TaHOJIa "
¢ 10% stanona) (1 — mramm RCAM 02150 koHTpOIIB,
2 — RCAM 02150 ompIT, 3 — C48 kouTpOns, 4 — C48
onbIT, 5 — C25 — xoHTpoab, 6 — C25 omnwit, 7 — C16
KOHTPOJb, 8 — C 16 orbIT)

Figure 11. The height of the piston lift due to the release
of CO2 during the cultivation of yeast strains on media
of various compositions (without ethanol and with 10%
ethanol) (1 — strain rcam 02150 control, 2 — strain rcam
02150 experience, 3 — strain c48 control, 4 — strain C48
control, 5-strain C25 control, 6 — strain C25 control,
7 — strain ¢16 control, 8 — strain c16 experience)

Hns  oOwsicHeHuss dtoro (¢akra Obuia
OCYIIECTBJICHA CEepUsl HKCIEPUMEHTOB C JABYMS,
3HAYUTENBHO OTJIMYABIIUXCA MO OpOAMILHON
aKTHBHOCTH, mTamMMamu npoxokeil C16 u C25.
[Mponecc Opoxenust mpoxogun B cpeae ¢ 20%
sTaHona. [AmuTenpHOCTh polecca KyIbTHBHPOBa-
Hus coctaBmwia 72 vaca. OmEeHKY KOHIICHTpaIuH
JIIPOXOKER B KYJbTYpallbHOW Cpeie MpPOBOIWIIU
no ontuueckor mrotHoctd D600. B tadmuie 2
MIPUBEICHBI PE3YJILTATHI UCCIIETOBAHMSI.

Ha ocHOBaHMM [aHHBIX, NPUBEACHHBIX B
Tabnuue 2, ObuIa paccyUTaHa CKOPOCTh MPUPOCTa
ouomaccel (AOD600xu™) st 060MX MITAMMOB,
KOTOpasi IpuBeieHa Ha pucyHke 13.
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Tabnuna 2. Kak cnemyer u3 pucynka 13 — npoxoku
Onrudeckast IIOTHOCTh KyIbTYpPalIbHOM Cpeabl Deoo mramma C16 6os1ee HHTEHCHBHO (QIIOKYITHUPYIOT O
NpH PepMEHTALMH CIIUPTOBBIX IPONIKEH cpaBHeHnio ¢ apoxokamu C25. Buammo 3THM

Table 2.
Optical density of the culture medium D600 during MOXHO 00BACHHTS 60ﬂeev HHKYIO OpOZIHIBHYIO
AKTUBHOCTB 3TUX APOAKIKEH.

fermentation of alcoholic yeast

Bpews i:iﬁ?%ﬂg 3akiioueHue

Ky”"%fé%%‘??g? e HSItTrz;I}ﬁd Ethf}’”O' B pesynbpTate mpoBeneHHON paboOThI OBLIO
A concentration, % vol.

cultivation, hours 50.0 0.0 YCTAHOBJIEHO, YTO JUIS OLIEHKH BIMSAHHUS JTAHOJIA
0 gég %g%g %283 Ha (PU3MONIOTHYECKYIO0 aKTUBHOCTh JPOOKEH cie-
” C16 1602 3005 JyeT UCTIOJIb30BaTh Pa3InIHbIe METOIbI KOHTPOJIS.
C25 1,578 2,991 Tak, OTCyTCTBHE MEPTBBIX KIETOK B KYJIbTYpE,
48 852 %g;z gggg KaK IIOKa3ajl IIOJIy9eHHBIC JaHHBIE, HE MOTYT
72 CI6 1,499 3,098 B MOJHOH Mepe OOBACHUTH METaOOJMUYECKYIO aK-
€25 1,568 2,996 THBHOCTB JIPOXOKEH B cpesie ¢ aTaHonoM. I1o Beeit
Sit0s BUIMMOCTH MHTEHCHUBHOCTh STAHOILHOIO CTpecca
0,004 CBsI3aHA CO CJIO)KHBIMH, T€HETHYECKH OOYCIIOBJICH-
0,003 HBIMH TIporieccamu [23, 24,], HanpuMep, akTHBaIHeH
Ho0 pa3BepHyTOro OETKOBOTO OTBETa M W3MEHEHHEM
$ 0,001 aktuBHOocTH (pepmentoB OIIP [24]. CpaBHeHue
g W N2 C16 20% WHTEHCUBHOCTH pa3MHOKEHHUS JBYX IITaMMOB
g 0.000 - - . B Ne €25 20% CIMPTOBBIX JPOXOKEH YKa3bIBAlOT HA HEOOXOIU-
< -0,001 01 l'2 MOCTPh M3Y4eHHsI UX (IIOKYISIOHHOW aKTUBHOCTH.
Bz Kpome Toro, mpu WHOKYISIMH CpENbl CIEeIyeT
0003 YVUUTBIBATh Pa3liMuusi B pa3Mepe KIETOK Pa3HbIX

KYJIbTYp, KOTOpPbIE MOTYT CYIIECTBCHHO OTJIH-
-0,004 = yarbkcs. Hanpumep, nposxoxu mramma C16 Goinbliie
epu1og, BpemeHun

mo pasMmepy kierok mramma C48 nHa 33%. [lpu
CPaBHUTEIHLHOW OICHKE IIITAMMOB CIIETyeT UCTIONb-
30BaTh TOJIBKO KOJHUYECTBEHHOE OMpEe/ciicHHe
KOHIICHTPAIIMK KJIETOK B TIOCEBHOM MaTepHale,
a He MacCOBYIO JIOJIIO OMOMACCHI B HEM.

Pucynok 12. Cxopocts mpupocta 6rnomaccsl (AOD600/q)
npu (pepMeHTalMK THTATENbHON CPelbl, colepiKalleit
20% 3THUIOBOTO CHUPT

Figure 12. Biomass growth rate (AOD600/h) during fermen-
tation of a nutrient medium containing 20% ethyl alcohol
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