Becrauk Tomckoro rocynapctBeHHoro ynusepeurera. buonorus. 2022. Ne 60. C. 2342
Tomsk State University Journal of Biology. 2022;60:23-42

Hayunast cratbs
YK 579.69:604.2
doi: 10.17223/19988591/60/2

IMonyyeHnne 0aKkTepUATBbHON HEII0I03bI IPH COBMECTHOM
KYyJbTUBUPOBaHUU Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans
¢ mpoayueHTaMu JAeKkcTpana Leuconostoc mesenteroides
U KcaHTaHa Xanthomonas campestris

1 2
Haranabsa bopucosna Hazaposa', Enena Bragumuposna JInscbkuna®,
3
Buxrop Bacunsesuu PeBun

123 Hayuonansuwiii uccredosamensciuii Mopoosckuii 20cydapcmeentulil yHusepcumen
um. H.I1.Ozapesa, Capanck, Poccus
! n.sapunowa2016@yandex.ru
? livaskina@yandex.ru
? revinvw2010@yandex.ru

AHHoTanus. BriepBble MpOBEAEHO COBMECTHOE KYIbTUBHPOBAHUE MPOLYIIEHTA
GakTepuaibHOW Lemnono3sl Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans ¢ NpOLyLEHTAMU
nekcTpana Leuconostoc mesenteroides v kcanutana Xanthomonas campestris Ha cpefie
C Menaccoi ¢ IeNbl0 yBEIMYEHHs BBIXOZA MPOAYyKTa. Jloka3zaHO, 4TO COBMECTHOE
KyJIbTUBHPOBAHUE MPOAYLEHTa OaKTepHaIbHON LEIION03Bl C  MPOAYLEHTOM
JIEKCTpaHa MO3BOJIMIIO YBEJIMYUTH BBIXOJ] OaKTepHaIbHON LIEJUTIONO3bI B [IBA pa3a, 4To
cocraBuiio 5,99+0,02 r/n mo cpaBHenuio ¢ 2,25+0,05 r/n. U3ydeHsl crpykrypa u
(U3MKO-XUMUYECKHE CBOMCTBA MOJMyYCHHONW OaKTEpUATbHOM IEJUIFOI03bl METOIAMMU
aTOMHO-CHJIOBOM MUKPOCKOIHH, UK-cnexrpockonuu u PEHreHOBCKOM
muppakromerpur. [loka3aHo, 4TO NMPHU COBMECTHOM KYJIbTUBHPOBAHHM INTaMMOB
CTeNeHb KPUCTANTUYHOCTH OaKTepuallbHOM LIEJITI0NI03bI YMEHbIIaeTcs B 2 pasa ¢ 64
10 32%.
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Summary. Bacterial cellulose (BC) is an extracellular product of bacterial metab-
olism. Like plant cellulose, BC has the same molecular formula but its structure is
significantly different. Due to its unique properties (high degree of crystallinity, puri-
ty, good water-holding capacity), BC is widely used in many areas of human life.
However, despite all the advantages of BC over plant polymers, its production is a
relatively expensive process. Thus, one of the ways to increase the polymer yield can
be to jointly cultivate a BC producer strain with other polysaccharide producers. The
positive effect of some water-soluble polysaccharides on the BC output is known
from the literature data. In addition, many biosynthetic genes remain silent and not
expressed in vitro, thereby severely limiting the chemical diversity of microbial com-
pounds that can be obtained by fermentation. In contrast, the co-cultivation of two or
more different microorganisms mimics a real "situation" where microorganisms coex-
ist in complex microbial communities. It has been proven that competition or antago-
nism occurring within co-cultivation leads to a significant increase in the existing
compounds and / or accumulation of new compounds which are not found in axial
cultures of the producer strain. The purpose of this study is to investigate co-
cultivation as a way to increase the yield of BC during the cultivation of BC producers
with other polysaccharide-forming strains.

The strain of Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267 was used as a BC pro-
ducer, Xanthomonas campestris was used as a xanthan producer, and Leuconostoc
mesenteroides was used as a dextran producer. The cultivation was carried out under
dynamic conditions on a medium with molasses. The polysaccharide yield was ex-
pressed as the absolute dry weight of the polymers per unit volume of the culture me-
dium. We have studied the BC morphology using atomic force microscopy (AFM)
and FTIR spectroscopy. Crystallinity was checked by X-ray diffraction analysis.

The interest in BC makes it necessary to synthesize it in large quantities on an
industrial scale. The problem of increasing productivity was solved by co-cultivating
the BC producer Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans with the producers of dextran
Leuconostoc mesenteroides and xanthan Xanthomonas campestris, since the addition
of water-soluble polysaccharides is known to increase the viscosity of the medium
and facilitate the dispersion of bacterial cellulose granules. Thereby increasing the
number of free cells, which can accelerate sugar consumption and polymer formation.
At the first stage of the study, the most optimal conditions for co-cultivation of the BC
producer with the producers of xanthan and dextran were selected, namely, the
optimal pH value of the medium. Monoculture of bacteria X. campestris,
L. mesenteroides, and K. sucrofermentans was carried out at different pH values (See
Fig. 1-3). Based on the data obtained, we can say that the most optimal pH value for
co-cultivation of microorganisms is pH 5.0. In this regard, at the second stage of this
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study, we carried out joint cultivation of the BC producer strain K. sucrofermentans
with the xanthan and dextran producers X. campestris and L. mesenteroides,
respectively, on molasses medium. From the data presented (See Fig. 4), it can be
seen that the largest amount of polysaccharide is formed on the third day during co-
cultivation of the BC producer and the dextran producer. The amount of BC was
5.99 + 0.02 g/l, which is two and a half times higher than the amount of polymer
formed during monocultivation of a BC producer (2.25 + 0.05 g/1). Co-cultivation of
the BC producer strain with the xanthan producer did not lead to an increase in the
polysaccharide yield. Therefore, no further study of co-cultivation of these
microorganisms was carried out. To assess the success of the joint cultivation of BC
and dextran producer strains and investigate the properties of the obtained
polysaccharide, studies using AFM, FTIR spectroscopy, and X-ray structural analysis
were carried out. The surface relief of the obtained BC was studied using the AFM
method (See Fig. 7). Analysis of the AFM images showed the presence of an
association of K. sucrofermentans and L. mesenteroides cells in the BC. Also, the
obtained BC was investigated using the method of FTIR spectroscopy (See Fig. 8).
The obtained IR spectra show similarity of the detected peaks with the literature data
of peaks corresponding to BC. To determine the degree of crystallinity, the structure
of cellulose was studied by X-ray structural analysis (See Fig. 9). The degree of
crystallinity of the studied cellulose samples is 64% and 32% with monocultivation of
K. sucrofermentans and co-cultivation of K. sucrofermentans and L. mesenteroides,
respectively.

The article contains 9 Figures, 1 Table, 37 References.

Keywords: microbial polysaccharides, co-cultivation, bacterial cellulose, dextran,
xanthan
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BBenenne

Bakrepuanbnas memnronos3a (BL) — 3To BHEKIIETOUHBINH POIYKT METabO0IM3Ma
Oakrepuit [1-3]. [IpomymeHTaMu OaKTEpHAIBHOW IEIUTFONIO3BI SBISAIOTCS OaKTe-
pum ponoB Achromobacter, Aerobacter, Agrobacterium, Alcaligenes, Azotobacter,
Komagataeibacter, Rhizobium u Salmonella [4, 5]. Onnako Haubosee H3BECTHBIM
MPOIYIIEHTOM JAaHHOT'O ToNuMepa siBisieTcs Oaxrepust Komagataeibacter xylinus,
KOTOpast MPUHAIISKUT K TPYIITIE YKCYCHOKHCIBIX OaKTepHid [6].

K macrosimeMy BpeMeHH IOIy9YeHO 3HAYUTEIFHOE KOIWYECTBO HOBBIX IPO-
nytieHToB BLI. M3 cuMOHOTHYeCKOoro cooOmecTBa «JaiHBIA TpHO» BBIICICHBI
mTammbl G. hansenii GH-1/2008 (BKIIM B-10547) [matent P® 2464307,
G. sucrofermentans B-11267 [matent P® 2523606], K. xylinus B-12068 [maTeHT
P® 2568605], K. rhaeticus CALU-1629 [matent EAIIB 201700517] u ap.

[Tomo6HO pacTuTenbHOM HeuTroNo3e, bLl nMeeT Ty ke MonekyispHyro Gop-
MyIly, OJHAKO WX CTPYKTypa 3HA4UTeNbHO oTinuyaercs [6, 7]. [Ipexne Bcero,
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BIl — 3T0 XUMHYECKH YHCTOE COCMUHEHHE, HE TPeOYIoIIee NOMOIHUTEIBHON
OYHCTKH OT IpuMeceld. B ee cocraBe OTCYTCTBYIOT T€MHIIECIUTIONO03a, JUTHAH H
niektuH [8, 9]. KpoMe Toro, 6akTeprallbHBINA MOJUMED U €r0 PACTUTEILHBIN aHa-
JIOT pa3NNYaloTCs CTEIMEHBIO MOJIMMEPU3AIlH: CTEeleHb mmonuMepn3annu bl
3HAYMTETHFHO HIDKE: THIMHYHBIN JUamma3oH moaumepusarun cocrtapiser ot 2 000
10 6 000 o cpaBrenwmio ¢ 13 000—140 000 pacTuTenbHOMN IEILTIONO3HI [ 7].

CrpykTypHas 0COOEHHOCTh (UOPHILIMPOBaHHON ceTn Bl mpuaaer mommme-
Py YHHKAJIbHBIC CBOMCTBA, TaKHE KaK BBICOKAS CTCICHb KpHCTaIHIHOCTH (80—
90%) [1, 2, 10], BeIcoKast BomoynepkuBatomias crocodHocts (1o 100 pa3 mpe-
BBINIAtOMAs COOCTBEHHYIO Maccy moinmMmepa) [11], Oonblnas MexaHWdecKas
npouHocth (100—160 I'Tla mns oMHOTO BOJIOKHA, CPAaBHHUMO CO CTabIO HITH
KEBIIapoM), OpMyeMOCTh U TEPMOXUMHYECKasi CTaOUIBHOCTD [ 12—15].

Braromapst cBorM yHHKaJIBHBIM CBOMCTBaM OaKTepHAIIBHAS IEIUTION032 HAXOMUT
MIMPOKOE MMPUMEHEHNE BO MHOTHX c(pepax KHU3HEIEATEIbHOCTH YelioBeka [16]. Oto
MIEPCIIEKTUBHBIN OroMaTepHal I TEXHUKHA ¥ MEIUIIUHBI, KOTOPBIH MOJKET UCIIONB-
30BaThCsl B TIPOM3BOJICTBE MHIIEBBIX MPOMYKTOB I TPUAAHUS UM BOJIOKHHCTOM
CTPYKTYPBHI, @ TaKXKe KaK HATIOJIHUTEITb, IUIS IPATOTOBIICHIS OCOOBIX COPTOB OyMaru
W aKyCTHUYECKHX Auadparm, oiydeHus: copOeHToB [17] 1 BO MHOTHX JIpPYrux 00ma-
ctsx. bl uMeeT OONBIION OTEHIIMA UCTIONBL30BAHUS B MEIUIIMHE KaKk OHoMaTepu-
an it TKaHeBor nHkeHepuu [18, 19], cosmanms paneBbix mokpeitaid [20, 21] u cu-
CTEM KOHTPOIIMPYEMOH JTOCTABKH JIEKAPCTBEHHBIX cpeAcTB [11, 22, 23].

Hecmotps Ha Bce mpemmymiectBa bl mepen mommmepamMu pacTUTEIIBHOTO
MPOUCXOXKACHUS, €€ MPOU3BOACTBO SIBIISICTCS OTHOCHUTEIHFHO ITOPOTOCTOSIITAM
MIPOLIECCOM TIPEKIE BCEro M3-3a HU3KOH MPOMXYKTUBHOCTH M3BECTHHIX IITAMMOB
Y MCTIOJB30BAHUS JIOPOTOCTOSAIINX MUTATENBHBIX cpef [24—26]. B cBs3u ¢ aTuM
SIBIISIETCS LIEIECOO0PA3HBIM TIOMCK HOBBIX CIIOCOOOB M YCIIOBHH KYIIBTHBHPOBA-
HUS OITaMMOB TIPOAYIIEHTOB OaKTePHATBHOHN IEIUTION03BI C HENBI0 YBEINICHHS
BEIXOJIa TTONIMcaxapruaa. Tak, OMHUM U3 CIIOCOOOB YBEIMYEHUS BHIXOMIA MOIHME-
pa MOXET SIBJIATHCS COBMECTHOE KyJIHTHBHPOBAHHE IITAMMa IPOMYICHTA OaK-
TEpUAIEHOH IEJUTIONO03HI C APYTUMH IPOIYIIEHTAMH ITOJUCAXapPHIOB.

W3 mutepaTypHBIX NaHHBIX W3BECTHO O ITOJIOKHUTEIFHOM BIUSHHN HEKOTO-
PBIX BOIOPACTBOPUMBIX TonucaxapuaoB Ha Beixoa bl [27]. Kpome Toro, mHO-
rre OMOCHHTETHYECKHE TeHBI COXPAHAIOT MONTYaHUE M HE SKCIPECCUPYIOTCS in
Vitro, TEM CaMBIM CEpPbE3HO OTPAHUYMBAS XUMHUECKOE pazHOOOpa3zue MHKpOO-
HBIX COCOUHEHUH, KOTOpHIE MOTYT OBITH MONYYEHBl ITyTeM (QepMEHTALINH.
B mpoTHBOIMOIOKHOCTE 3TOMY COBMECTHOE KYJIBTHBHPOBAHHE IBYX WM Oojee
Pa3MTUIHBIX MAUKPOOPTaHI3MOB UMHUTHPYET PEANBbHYIO0 «CHTYAITHIO)», KOTrIa MUK-
POOPraHU3MEBI COCYIIECTBYIOT B CIIOKHBIX MUKPOOHBIX cooOmecTBax. Jloka3aHo,
9TO KOHKYPECHIINS WM aHTATOHU3M, KOTOPhIE BOSHUKAIOT BO BPEMS COBMECTHO-
ro KyJIbTUBHPOBAHUS, NPUBOIAT K 3HAYUTEIFHOMY YBEJHMUCHHIO CYIIECTBYIO-
IIUX COCTMHEHUH /MM K HAKOIUICHUIO HOBBIX COSIMHEHNH, KOTOpEIe HE 00Ha-
PYKHBAIOTCSI B aKCHATBHBIX KYJbTypax mITaMMa-poayienTa [28].

Lens maHHOTO WCCIEIOBAHUS — U3YYUTH COBMECTHOE KyJIBTHBHPOBAHUE I10-
JUcaxapu00pa3yroIIuX MTaMMOB Kak Croco0 yBeIWMYEHHs BbIXoJa OaKTepH-
aJIbHOW LIEJUTFOJIO3BI.
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MarepuaJbl 1 METOAMKH HCCIEA0BAHUS

YciaoBusi KyJabTHBHpPOBaHHWs. B kadecTBe NpojylieHTa OaKTepuaIbHON
IEJUTION03bI HCIIONb30BaNId ITaMM Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans H-110
(matenT P® 2523606), BoIIeIeHHBINA Ha Kadeape OHOTeXHOIOTHH MOpIOBCKOTO
rocynapcTBeHHoro yHuBepcutera (T. CapaHck, PecryOnwka MopaoBus) B
2012 r. ITamMM uaeHTHGUIMPOBAH J0 BHIA ¢ TToMompio aHamm3a 16S pPHK B
l'ocHUWI'enetnka u aemoHMpoBaH BO BcepocCHMUCKON KOJUIEKITUU ITPOMBIII-
JeHHbIX MuKpoopraHudMoB (BKIIM) mon permcrpaloHHBIM — HOMEPOM
B-11267. B «kadectBe mpoAyleHTa KCAaHTAHA WCIOIB30BAIM  IITAMM
Xanthomonas campestris M 28, BbIJIeIEHHBIA Takke Ha Kadeape OHOTEXHONIO-
rur MopIoBCKOro TocyaapcTBeHHOro yauBepcurera (r. Capanck, PecmyOmika
Mopnosus) B 2005 r. Kynerypa unentudunuporana 8 NI «DynaameHTab-
HBIC OCHOBBI OMOTEXHOJIOTHI» HAa OCHOBAHHH ITOCIICNOBaTENBHOCTH TeHa 16S pPHK
[29] u nenonmpoBana Bo Bcepoccuiickoid komieKuu MukpooprannsMoB (BKM)
O] perucTpamroHHbIM HoMepoMm B-2373D. B kadecTBe mpoaymeHTa JIeKCTpaHa
WCITONB30BaJH OakTeputo Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D.

B xauecTBe MCXOTHOTO MOCEBHOTO MaTepHaia HCIIOIH30BAIN KYIBTYpy Ha
CKOIICHHOH arapn30BaHHOHN cpefie CIEAYIOMEeT0 COCTaBa, I/

— s Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans: tmoko3a — 10,0; mpoxokeBoi
akctpakT — 10,0; merrron — 7,0; arap — 15,0; mumonnas kuciora — 0,2; yKcycHas
kucnora — 0,1; araron — 10,0. pH 5,0-6,0;

— s Leuconostoc mesenteroides: xnopun kamus — 0,1; cynpdat Maraus —
0,1; muruapooprodocdat xamms — 1,0; runpodocdaT HaTpus — 2,5; XJIOpU aM-
monus — 0,5; coms Mopa — 0,01; IIBK — 0,05; menrror — 0,2-0,3; caxapoza —
140; arap — 16. pH 7,2;

— st Xanthomonas campestris: caxapoza — 20,0; IpoXOKEBOW 3KCTPAKT —
5,0; menton — 10,0; arap — 15,0. pH 6,0-6,5.

WHOKynsIT momydany myTeM IepeHoca KyIbTyp, BRIpAlIeHHBIX Ha CKOIIEHHON
arapr30BaHHOH Cpezie, B )KUIKUE MUTATENBHBIE CPEIbl CIICIYIONIEr0 COCTaBa, I/1:

— mnsa Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans cpena HS: rimokosa — 20,0; nemn-
TOH — 5,0; ApoxokeBOi 3kcTpakT — 5,0; Tuapodocdat Harpus — 2,7; JIUMOHHAS
kuciora — 1,15;

— 1 Leuconostoc mesenteroides cpema CIEHYIOIIETO COCTaBa: XJIOPHI
kanpis — 0,02; xmopun Hatpus — 0,01; muruapooprodocdar kamms — 20,0;
cynbdar Maraua — 0,02; cynbdar mapranma — 0,01; cymbdar xenesa — 0,01;
caxaposa — 140; npoxxeBoit skctpakt — 20,0. pH 7,2.

KynpTrBHpOBaHHE IMTAMMOB MPOAYICHTOB MONHCAXapHIOB IPOBOAWIA B
koitbax oowemMoM 250 mi, comgepskamux 100 MiT cpespl Ha IIelkepe-nHKybaTope
ES-20/60 (Biosan, JlatBusi) ipu 250 00/MuH B TeueHue 24 9 MPH TEMIEpaType
28+1 °C. Ilomy4yeHHBIE KYIBTYpPHl WCIIONB30BAA B KAUECTBE WHOKYIIATA IS
MOCIICAYIOIINX YKCTIEPUMEHTOB.

B xauecTBe ONMBITHON Cpeapl IS MOMYIEHUS MOIMCAXAPUIOB HCIOIH30BATN
Cpely ¢ MeJaccoi cieayroIIero cocrara, r/im: menacca — 50; Boga — 1 1. pH cpen
nmoBoamiM 1o 3Hadenuit 4,0; 5,0; 6,0; 7,0.
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KynpTrBrpoBanne mraMMoB OaKTEpHi MPOBOIMIN B IMHAMHYECKUX YCIIO-
BHSIX Ha Imeiikepe-uHKyOatope ES-20/60 (Biosan, JIatust) mpu 250 06/MUH mpr
temriepatype 28+1 °C B TeueHne 3 CyT U B CTATHYECKHUX YCIOBHSIX B TEPMOCTa-
te TC-1/80 CITY (Poccus) npu temmepatype 28+1 °C B TeueHHe 5 CyT.

Ouucmka u onpeodejieHue Konuuecmea OaxkmepuanvHoi yennionossl. llo-
JYYSHHYIO TIPU KyJbTHBHPOBAHHH OAKTEPHH ILIEJUTIOI03Y MOABEpraiu oopabor-
Ke IS ynaneHus: KieTok u komnoneHtoB cpenbl 0,1 H pactBopom NaOH npu
80 °C B Teuenme 30 muH. OT pacTBOpa MIENOYH OaKTEPUATBHYIO IICIUTFOJIO3Y
OTMBIBJIM JAUCTHWUIMPOBaHHOW BonoH, 0,5% BOAHBIM PAacTBOPOM YKCYCHOU
KHCIIOTHI ¥ CHOBA BOJIOM 10 HeHTpanbHOo# peakun [30, 31].

KommraectBo GakTepruanbHO MEIUTIONO036! OPEEISUIA BECOBBIM METOIOM TIO-
CJIe BBICYIIMBAHUS J0 TOCTOSTHHOM Macchl mpu Temmepatype 60 °C B cymmib-
HoM mikagy I1IC-80-01 CITY (Poccus). KonwdecTBo MOIy4eHHOro Tojrcaxa-
puIa onpenesui mo Gopmyiie [8]

P =m/V x 1000,
IJIe m — Macca CyXxoi OakTepruaabHOH IeJUTIONO036, T; V' — 00bheM Cpelibl, MIL.

Ouucmka u onpedenenue Koauvecmea oekcmpana u kcanmana. Konvue-
CTBO JICKCTpaHa U KCaHTaHA B KyJIbTYPAIbHOU JKUAKOCTH OIPEIEISUIH BECOBBIM
METOIIOM IIOCTIC OTHENICHHsI KIETOK HEHTPU(YTHPOBAHUEM M OCAXKICHHS JK30-
nonucaxapuna 96% ostanomom [29]. DTOT MeTOA MIMPOKO TPUMEHSIOT s
OLICHKH KOJIMYECTBA MOIHCAXaPUIOB B KUIKAX MUTATESIBHBIX CPEIax.

OmnpeneneHre COCTOUT U3 CIEAYIOMNX OIEPaIiii: JOBEIEHISI MacChl (HUITb-
TPOB IO MOCTOSHHOTO 3HAYCHUS, OCAXKICHHUS JICKCTpaHa W KCaHTAaHA U3 Cymlep-
HATaHTa JTHJIOBBEIM CIUPTOM, ONPEICICHHUS KOIMYECTBA IONUCAXapHia B CY-
TepHaTaHTE.

KonnyecTBo iekcTpaHa U KCaHTaHa onpeaessumd 1o hopmyie [29]

P =2 x 1000,
rne A — macca QuiIbTpa ¢ ocalkoMm, T; B — macca ¢uibrpa 6e3 ocanka, T; V —
00beM, B3SITHIN AJIS aHAITN3a, MIL.

Onpeoenenue pH. Onpenenenne pH KynbTypadbHBIX KHIKOCTEH TPOBOIFITH
MOTEHIIMOMETPHYECKIM CITIOCOOOM (B OCHOBE KOTOPOTO JIEXKHUT 3aBHCUMOCTE PaB-
HOBECHOTO TMOTEHIIMANIA AJIEKTPOa OT aKTUBHOCTH (KOHIICHTPAIWH) OIpenese-
Mmoro roHa) Ha pH-merpe S-220 Sevencompact (MettlerToledo, I1IBetinaprs).

Hugppakpacnas (UK) @ypve-cnekmpockonusa. UK Oypre-crieKTpsl peru-
crpupoBaiu Ha UK ®dypre-criektpomerpe IRPrestige-21 (Shimadzu, Snonus) B
cpenHeil nHppakpacHoi obmactu 4000-400 cM . B kadecTBe 0GpasLOB HC-
MOJH30BANIM OYHIICHHYIO W JHO(IIEHO BEICYIICHHYIO Ha ycTaHOBKe FreeZone
(Labconco, CIIA) memroosy, MOJIy4EHHYIO NMPH MOHOKYJIbTHBHPOBAHHHU, a
TakkKe IICTUTION03Y, IMONYYCHHYI0O IpPH COBMECTHOM KyJIBTHBHPOBAHUH [BYX
MHUKPOOPTaHU3MOB.

Wnpexc xpuctammmaHocTH 00pasia 0aKTepHalbHOM [EIITI0I036] PaCCUUTHI-
BasH 1o Gopmyie [32, 33]

UK = Aq430/Agos-

Penmzenoeckan ougppaxmomempusn. CTeneHb KPUCTAIUTMIHOCTH OMpEe-

JISUTH METOJIOM PEHTI'CHOBCKOW IU(pakToMeTpru Ha audpakromerpe EMPY-
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REAN (PANalytical, Hunepnanmel) ¢ merekropom PJXcel3D Ha oTpakeHue
(CuKy-m3nmyuenue). OToOpaHHbIe 00pa3iel pazmepoM 30%30 MM ycTaHABIMBAIH
B ammapar ¥ Mpom3BOAWIM m3MepeHme. llommokka — amopdHas KpeMHHEBas.
[Iporpammupyemas 1eib ¢ IJIMHON OCBENIeHHOHN obyacT 16 MMm. CTeneHb KpH-
CTALTMYHOCTH PaCCUYUTHIBAIH 110 (popmyie [33]

X = looz7lam o 10004,

002
rae Iy, — cyMMapHasi MHTEHCUBHOCTh Kpuctammaeckoro muka 002; lyy—1,, —

WHTEHCHBHOCTb KpHCcTautnyeckoro muka 002 3a BeraeToM (POHOBOT'O CHTHAJIA.

Amomno-cunosas mukpockonusa. [ nzydeHns MOpQHOIOTHH TOBEPXHOCTH
OaKTepHaNbHON LEUIFON03bI W OaKTepHaIbHBIX KIETOK HCIHONB30BAI METOI
aTOMHO-CHIIOBOH MHUKpockornuu (ACM). M300pakeHHs TOITyJaad ¢ MTOMOIIbIO
CKaHUPYIOIIEro 30H10Boro Mukpockorna SPM 9600 (Shimadzu, Snonus).

Cmamucmuueckan oopadomka oannsvix. Pe3ynpTaThl HCCIEIOBAHUN 00pa-
00TaHBI METOAOM BapUAIIMOHHOW CTATHCTHKH Ha IEPCOHATEHOM KOMITBIOTEpPE C
HCIOIh30BaHUEM TporpaMMbl Microsoft Excel.

[Nonydennsie nanHpie 00pabOTaHBI C HCIOIH30BAHHEM ITAPAMETPHUECKUX
KPHUTEPUEB U MPEICTABICHHI B BHIIE CPEIHEH apu(pMETHIECKOIM 13 TpeX MOBTOP-
HOCTEH, CTaHAAPTHOHN OMHMOKK CPeTHEro; CTATUCTUICCKYIO 3HAUHMOCTD Pa3iIi-
4Hii orieHnBaiu 1o t-kpurepuro CteronenTa (p < 0,05).

Pe3yabTarhl ncciae10BaHuA U 00CYKIeHHE

HNHTepec k OakTepHalbHOW IIEIUTIONI03€ OOYCIOBIMBACT HEOOXOIUMOCTh
CHHTE3HPOBATh €€ B OOJBINNX KOJIMYECTBAX B MPOMBIIICHHBIX MacmiTadax [8].
3amady MOBBIMICHHUS MPOXYKTUBHOCTH PEIIad MyTEM COBMECTHOTO KYJIHTHBH-
pOBaHUS MpOMyLeHTa OaKTepruabHON 1meTiono3sl Komagataeibacter sucrofer-
mentans ¢ TPOAYLIEHTaMHU AEKCTpaHa Leuconostoc mesenteroides m KcaHTaHa
Xanthomonas campestris, TOCKOJIbKY H3BECTHO, YTO I00aBJIEHHE BOAOPACTBO-
PHMBIX ITOIMCAXapHUIOB YBEIMUUBACT BSI3KOCTh CPENBl H 00JeTrdaeT AUCIICPCHIO
rparyn BlI, TeM caMbiM yBenHUHMBas KOJHMYECTBO CBOOOTHBIX KIIETOK, YTO MO-
JKET YCKOpsITh ToTpeOiIeHne caxapa W obpasoBanue momumepa [27]. Kpome To-
ro, KaKk yKe YIIOMHHAJIOCh paHee, KOHKYPEHIIHS, KOTOpasi BOSHUKAET BO BPEMs
COBMECTHOT'0 KYJBTHBHPOBAHHS, TAKKE CITIOCOOHA MIPUBOIUTH K 3HAYUTEIEHOMY
VBEIMUCHHUIO CYIIECTBYIOIINX COCOMHEHUH H/MIM K HAKOIUICHWIO HOBBIX IIPO-
JIyKTOB [28].

B xauecTBe momnrcaxapur000pa3yronX MUKPOOPTaHI3MOB JIJIsI COBMECTHO-
r0 KyJbTHBHPOBAHUS BHIOPAJH MPOAYIIEHTH KCAaHTaHA M IEKCTPaHa, MOCKOIBKY
€CTh CBEACHUS O MMOJIOKUTEIFHOM BIMSHHUN JAaHHBIX MTOJIMCAXapPHUIOB Ha BBIXOJ
BII [27]. Tak, coBMeCTHOE KyJlbTUBHpOBaHUE OakTepuil G. xylinus v momucaxa-
PHI000pa3YIONIMX MOJOYHOKUCIBIX Oaktepuid Lactobacillus mali Ha cpene c
caxapo30il YBEIMYMBACT KOJHMYECTBO OAaKTEPHAIBHOW IEIUTIONIO3BI ¢ 1,4 1o
4,2 t/n cooTBeTCTBeHHO [34]. BomopacTBOpUMBIH MOTHCaxXapul aleTaH, CTPyK-
Typa KOTOPOI'0 CXOOHA CO CTPYKTYpOH KCaHTaHa, TAaKKe YBEIMYNBAET BBIXOX
MOJIMMeEpa, ITO OOBSCHEHO MEHBIINM MTOBPEXKICHHEM KIIETOK B IIPOIEcce mepe-
MEITUBAHUS U MEHBIIIEH KOarysiuei KJIeToK mpoayenTa [27].
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B xauecTBe muTaTENBbHOM Cpenbl A COBMECTHOIO KYJIBTUBUPOBAHUS MHK-
POOPraHU3MOB UCIONB30BaIN Mejlaccy B KOHIeHTparuu 50 /i cpensl. Menac-
ca — 9TO MOOOYHBIH MPOAYKT KOHEYHOH CTamuH KPHCTAILIM3AaLlUHM B IpoIecce
MIPOM3BOJCTBA caxapa, KOTOPHIH SBISETCS ONHUM M3 HambOojee SKOHOMHYHBIX
HMCTOYHHUKOB YTIIEPOAa B MUKPOOHOH MPOMBIIIIICHHOCTH [35].

Ha mepBoM »Tare mcciuemoBaHus MPOBOMIUIN ToAOOp HanOoiee ONTHMAb-
HBIX YCJIOBUM COBMECTHOT'O KYJIBTHBUpPOBaHUS mpomyrnerTa bl ¢ mpomxymenra-
MU KCaHTaHa M JeKCTpaHa, a UMEHHO onTtuManbHoe 3HaueHue pH cpensl. IIpo-
BOIIIIN MOHOKYIIBTHBHpOBaHHE OakTepuit X. campestris, L. mesenteroides n
K. sucrofermentans nipu pa3nuuHbIX 3HaueHUsX pH. Pe3ympTaTsl nmpencraBieHs!
Ha puc. 1-3.

CoracHO TpeICTaBICHHBIM JaHHBIM, HanmOoNee ONTHMAIBHBIM 3HAUCHHEM
IUTSL TIONTy9IeHus JeKcTpaHa u kcanTaHa sBisiercs pH 7,0. KonmmdaecTBo o6pasye-
MOTO TOJINCaxapyuaa B TaKoM ciiydae coctabisgeT 23,01 u 22,54 1/ Ha TpeThH
CYTKH KyJIbTUBHPOBAHUS COOTBETCTBCHHO. [y monydeHmst OaKTepHaIbHOM
[EJUTIONIO36I HanOolree ONTHMAJIBHBIM sIBIIsieTcs: 3HaueHue pH 5,0, mpu koropom
KOJIMYECTBO ToMMepa cocTaBiseT 2,99+0,49 /i1 Ha TpeThu CYTKH KYJIBTHBHPO-
BaHUSL.

CormacHo TpeACTaBICHHBIM IaHHBIM, HaHOOIIee ONTHMAIbHEIM 3HAUCHHEM
pH mns coBmecTHOrO KynbTUBUpOBaHUS K. sucrofermentans u L. mesenteroides
seiisietcst pH 5,0. B cBsA3M ¢ 3TUM Ha BTOpOM 3Tare paboThl MBI HPOBOIMIIN
COBMECTHOE KYJbTUBUpPOBaHHE IITaMMa npoxaylenTa bl ¢ mpoayleHTom aexc-
TpaHa Ipu JaHHOM 3HaueHuu pH.

24

22
20
18
16
14
12
10
1 2 3

Bpemsi kynbTuBmMpoBaHusi, cyTku [Culture times, days]

KonunyecTtBo gekctpaHa, r/n
[Dextran, g/L]

EpH 4,0 ®pH50 ®pHG6,0 ®pH7,0

Puc. 1. KonudectBo nekcrpana, cuaresupyemoro Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D
B T€UEHHE 3 CyT KyJAbTUBHUPOBAHUS MPH PA3IMUHBIX 3HaUeHUAX pH cpenpl ¢ menaccoit
[Fig. 1. Dextran production by Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D during 3 days
of cultivation at different pH values of the medium with molasses.

On the X-axis — Culture times, days; on the Y-axis — Dextran, g/L]
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Bpems kynbTuBmMpoBaHusi, cyTku [Culture times, days]

EpH4,0 ®EpH50 =pHB0 mpH7,0

Puc. 2. KonundectBo kcaHTaHa, cuHtesupyemoro Xanthomonas campestris B-2373 D
B TeUEHHE 3 CyT KyJAbTUBHUPOBAHUS MPH Pa3IMUHBIX 3HaUeHUAX pH cpenpl ¢ Menaccoit
[Fig. 2. Xanthan production by Xanthomonas campestris B-2373 D during 3 days of cultivation
at different pH values of the medium with molasses.
On the X-axis — Culture times, days; on the Y-axis — Xanthan, g/L]
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88
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8
1
0,5

1 2 3
Bpemsi KyrnbTUBMPOBaHWSI, CyTkM [Culture times, days]

mpH 4,0 mpH50 =pH6,0 mpH7,0

Puc. 3. KonndecTBo 6akTepHabHOM 1IEIUTION03bI, CHHTE3UPYEMOi
Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267 B TedeHue 3 cyT KylnbTUBHPOBAHUS
MU pa3IMYHbIX 3HaueHusX pH cpensl ¢ menaccoii
[Fig. 3. BC production by Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267 during 3 days
of cultivation at different pH values of the medium with molasses.

On the X-axis — Culture times, days; on the Y-axis — BC, g/L]

[TockonbKy B X0z€ MPEABIAYIIETIO OMbITa OBUIO TIOKa3aHo, uTo mpu pH 5,0
KOJIYECTBO KCaHTaHa, oOpa3yemMoro X. campestris, HEBBICOKO, TO HCCIIEIOBA-
HUE COBMECTHOTO KYJIBTHBHUPOBAHHUS C IPOIYIICHTOM KCAaHTaHA IPOBOAMIOCH
IIpU pa3nuYHbIX 3HaueHusX pH cpensl. [lonydeHHbIe pe3yIbTaTH IIPEICTABICHBI
Ha puc. 4.
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[BS, g/L]

Konunyecteo BL, r/n

1 2 3
Bpemsi kynbTuBmpoBaHusi, cyTku [Culture times, day]

mK. sucrofermentans mK. sucrofermentans + L. mesenteroides
K. sucrofermentans + X. campestris (pH 5,16) mK. sucrofermentans + X. campestris (pH 6,4)

K. sucrofermentans + X. campestris (pH 7,4)

Puc. 4. KonndectBo nonucaxapua, 00pa3yeMoro mpu COBMECTHOM KyJIbTHBHPOBAHUH
Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267 ¢ Xanthomonas campestris B-2373 D
u Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D
[Fig. 4. Polysaccharide production during co-cultivation of Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267
with Xanthomonas campestris B-2373 D and Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D
On the X-axis — Culture times, days; on the Y-axis — BC, g/L]

W3 npencraBieHHBIX Ha PUCYHKE JAHHBIX BHIHO, YTO HAWOOIBIIEE KOJIMIe-
CTBO TONHcaxapuaa o0pa3yeTcsl Ha TPETbU CYTKH IIPH COBMECTHOM KYIIBTHBH-
POBaHUH TPONYILEHTa OaKTePUANIBGHON MEIUTIONO3BI M MPOMYyLEHTa JeKCTpaHa.
KonnyecTBo GakTepraIbHOM IEIUTFOJIO3BI cocTaBmito 5,99+0,02 1/i1, 9To B J1Ba C
MOJIOBMHOM pa3a MpeBBINIAET KOJMYESCTBO IMOJMMEpa, 00pa3yeMoro Mmpu MOHO-
KYJIbTUBHPOBAHUH MPOAYIIEHTA OaKTepHaIbHOM NEeIIT0NI036I, — 2,25+0,05 1/11.

CoBMecTHOE KyJIHTHBHPOBAHWE INTaMMa MPOAyIeHTa OaKTepHaIbHOMU IIen-
JIFOJI03b] C MPOAYLIEHTOM KCaHTaHa HE MPHUBEJIO K YBEJIWYEHHUIO BbIXOJa MOJHUca-
xapuza. [loatomy nanpHeilliee uccienoBaHUE COBMECTHOIO KYJbTUBUPOBAHUS
3TUX MUKPOOPraHU3MOB HE IPOBOAMIIOCK.

VYBenuuenue Boixona BIl mpyu COBMECTHOM KYJIBTUBHPOBaHUH K. sucrofer-
mentans M L. mesenteroides, BOSMOXHO, CBS3aHO C TE€M, YTO (PEPMEHT IEKC-
TpaHcaxapasa, KOTOpBIii o0pasyloT Oakrepun poma Leuconostoc, MO3BOISET
OBICTpee pacHICTIUTh caxapa, cojuepkaiimecs B Menacce. O0pasyemblii GakTepu-
SIMH JICKCTPaH TaKXKe MOXKET crocoOcTBoBaTh oOpasoBanuto Bl. BosmoxkHO
TakXe, 9TO YBEIIMUCHUE BBIXOA MPOMYKTa CBSI3aHO C PPYKTO30H, KOTOpas 00-
pasyercs IpH pacIieluieHnH caxaposbl (epMmerToMm. M3BecTtHO, uTo (PpykKTO3a
SIBJIAETCS] XOPOLIMM UCTOYHUKOM yTiiepoJa JUlsl KyJIbTUBUPOBAHUSI IPOAYLIEHTOB
BII [9]. CorytacHO nuTEpaTypHBIM JaHHBIM, B pe3yiibTaTe MeTabonm3mMa GpyKTo-
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361 00pa3yercsi MEHBINE OPraHNIEeCKUX KUCIOT W HE MPOMCXOANUT CHIIBHOTO 3a-
KHUCJIEHMSI Cpelibl, KaK IPHU UCIOIb30BAHUU TJIIOKO3bl, KOTOpasi MPeBpallaeTcs B
[JIFOKOHOBYIO KUCIIOTY.

A7 moATBepKIeHMs pe3ybTaTOB ObLTa MOIMONHUTEIHHO IPOBECHA CEPHs
SKCIIEPIMEHTOB IO COBMECTHOMY KyJbTHBHpOBaHWIO K. sucrofermentans c
L. mesenteroides. IlomyueHHbIe TaHHBIC TIPEACTABICHBI HA PHC. 5.

N
o

-
[¢;]

-
o

[¢;]

KonuyectBo nonucaxapwvga, r/n
[Polysaccharide, g/L]

1 2 3
Bpemsi kynbTuBmMpoBaHusi, cyTku [Culture times, day]

mK. sucrofermentans ®K. sucrofermentans + L. mesenteroides L. mesenteroides

Puc. 5. KonudectBo nonucaxapuioB, 00pa3yeMbIX IPH COBMECTHOM
U pa3fieibHOM KynbTUBUpOBaHuu Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267
u Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D
[Fig. 5. Polysaccharides production formed during co-cultivation and separate cultivation
of Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267 and Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D.
On the X-axis — Culture times, days; on the Y-axis — Polysaccharides, g/L]

HUccnenoBanock Takxke n3MeHeHne pH cpemsl mpu KylbTHBHPOBAHHH B M-
HaMHUYECKUX YCIOBHSX (pHC. 6).

CornacHO TpeACTaBICHHBIM NaHHBIM, B CIy9ae MOHOKYJIHTHBHPOBAHUS
L. mesenteroides Habmonaercs CHIXeHIE 3HaueHns pH B pe3ynbrare 3aKucie-
HUS CpPelbl, UTO, BEPOSTHO, CBA3AaHO ¢ 0Opa3oBaHHMEM KHCIIOT IpHU rerepodep-
MEHTaTUBHOM MOJIOYHOKHCIIOM OPOXKEHHHU TPOXYLIEHTOM AekcTpaHa. [Ipu mo-
HOKYIBTHUBHPOBAHUH K. sucrofermentans B 1-€ CyT KyJIbTHBHPOBAaHHS HAOIIO-
JaeTcsi He3HAYUTEeNIbHOE MOHWKEHNE 3HaueHnd pH, 4To, BeposATHO, CBSA3aHO C
aKTHBHBIM pOCTOM OaKTephid, OTPEeOJICHUEM caxapoB W 00pa30BaHHWEM OpraHHu-
geckuX KUCIOoT. Co 2-X CyT MPOUCXOAUT W3MEeHeHHe pH B MIETOYHYIO CTOPOHY,
9TO, BEPOSITHO, CBSI3aHO C IIPOIECCOM ITOTpeOIIeHIsI 00pa30BaHHBIX OpraHUYe-
CKUX KUCITOT. [Ip COBMECTHOM KYNHETHBHPOBAHNH MHKPOOPTaHH3MOB IIPOHIC-
XOAWT IUTaBHOE NOoBBIIIeHNEe pH cpempl 10 Hanbonee ONTHMAIBHOTO ISl CHHTE-
3a OaKTepHAIFHOH [EJUTI0JIO3E] 3HAYCHUSI.

JI1 OIEHKH YCIIEIIHOCTH HPOBEICHHS COBMECTHOTO KyJIHTHBHPOBAHUS H
W3y4YCHHs] CBOWCTB MONYYEHHOTO IOJNMCaXapuaa MPOBOIIIN HCCIEIOBAHUS C
nomotnbo ACM, MK-criekTpocKonmuu 1 peHTTeHOBCKOM T paKTOMETpHH.

Jus wccnenoBaHus MUKPOCKOIMYECKOH CTPYKTYpBI OHOIOIMMEpa HCIONb-
30BaJIach aTOMHO-cHIoBast Mukpockomust (ACM) (puc. 7). Ha puc. 7, a, b nipen-
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CTaBJIeHbI M300paxeHus Bll, monmydeHHOW B pe3ysibTaTe COBMECTHOTO KYJIbTH-
BHPOBAaHMS OaKTEpUi IO OYHCTKH, C BKIIOYCHHUEM ITAJTOUYKOBHIHBIX KIIETOK
K. sucrofermentans u chepudeckux Oaktepuii L. mesenteroides COOTBETCTBEH-
Ho. Ha puc. 7, ¢ n3o0paxena Mukpomopdoinorus bI] mociie 04ucTKr OT KOMIIO-
HEHTOB Cpebl M KIIETOK, MPEACTABICHHAs] HAHOMIOPHCTON TPEXMEPHON CETEeBOM
CTPYKTYPOH CO CITy4aifHBIM PacIoNOKEHUEM JICHTOBHIHBIX (UOpriut. TonmuHa
¢ubprn BLI, dopmupyembIx Ha cpene ¢ Menaccoit, coctapiser 60—90 HM.

8,5
8

75

7

5 6'2 —
55

45 —

0 1 2 3
Bpewmsi KyrnbTUBMPOBaHWSI, CyTKM [Culture times, day]

e K. sucrofermentans el K. sucrofermentans + L. mesenteroides e . mesenteroides

Puc. 6. Ilunamuka usmenenus pH cpensl Ipu COBMECTHOM KyIbTHBUPOBAHUH
Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267 u Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D
[Fig. 6.Time-course of pH of the medium during co-cultivation of Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans

B-11267 and Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D.
On the X-axis — Culture times, days; on the Y-axis — pH, g/L]
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a b c

Puc. 7. ACM-u3o6paxxenust HeouniieHHoi B, monydeHHO# mpu cOBMECTHOM
KkyabTuBupoBanun Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267 (a)
u Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D (b) u BL] mocne ounctk (c)
[Fig. 7. AFM—image of unpurified BC obtained by co-cultivation of Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans
B-11267 (a) and Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D (b) and BC after purification]

Taxxe ToaydeHHYI0 OaKTepUaIbHYIO IEIITI0I03y UCCISIOBAIH C IIOMOIIBIO
merona MK-cnekrpockonuu. JlaHHBIA METOA MO3BONISAET aHAIM3HPOBATH MOJIE-
KYJIApHBIA COCTaB TOJMMEpa M TIOMOTraeT OOHAPY)KUTh IMOSBICHHE B CIICKTPE
HOBBIX NMHWKOB WJIM WX CABHUIOB, YTO MOXXET OBITh CBS3aHO CO CTPYKTYPHBIMH
pas3uuusaMy OaKTepruaIbHON IEIITHONIO3bI, MOMYYSHHON PH MOHO- U COBMECT-
HOM KYJIbTUBHPOBaHUH. Pe3ynbTaThl Ipe/ICTaBICHEI Ha pUC. 8.
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AN

JE7L 3678 3485 3202 3100 2907 2714 23521 235382135 1942 1749 1557 1304 1171 978 TBS SE2 399
YacToTa KOIeOaHHi, em!

—— K sucrafermentans K sucrofermentans + L mesenteroides

Puc. 8. UK-criekTps! OakTepuaabHOM LEIUTI0N03bI, HOMY4YSHHOMN IPU MOHOKY/IbTUBHPOBAHUN
Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267 u cOBMECTHOM KyJIbTHBHPOBAHUH
Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267 u
Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D
[Fig. 8. FTIR spectroscopy of bacterial cellulose obtained by monoculture of Komagataeibacter
sucrofermentans B-11267 and co-cultivation of Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267
and Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D.

On the X-axis — Wave numbers, cm™'; on the Y-axis — Absorption, a.u.]

B un(pakpacHoMm criektpe Bl MOXHO BBIIEIHTH 00JIACTH MOTJIOMICHUS MTPH
3200-3 500 cm ', KOTOpasi COOTBETCTBYET BAaJICHTHBIM KOJICOAHHSM THJIPOK-
CWJIBHBIX TPYIII, CBSI3aHHBIX MEXMOJEKYISIPHBIMU U BHYTPHUMOJIEKYJISPHBIMU
BOJIOPOJHBIME cBs3siMH. [lormomienne B obnactax 1 164 u 1 061 cM ! BBI3BAHO
acumMmeTpruHbIMA  KoneOanusaMu  C-O-C-rpynmel w1 BuOpamusmu ~ C-C-,
C-OH-, C-H-rpynm nupaHo3HOTO KOJIBIIA TIIFOKO3BI COOTBETCTBEHHO [36].

[omyaennsie MK-cieKTpsl MOKa3bIBAIOT CXOACTBO OOHAPYKEHHBIX ITHKOB C
JTUTEPaTYypPHBIMA TAaHHBIMH MTUKOB, COOTBETCTBYIOIINX OaKTepHAaIbHOU IIEILIIO-
J03€.

[ockonpky o0a monmcaxapuga COCTOST W3 OCTATKOB TIFOKO3BI M OTIHYHE
HMMeeTcs TOJBKO MO Tuly cBsi3u, VK-crekTpbl ABIsAOTCS MACHTUYHBIMUA. DakT
HaJu4usl JEeKTpaHa B LIEJUIIOJI03€ IMBITAIUCH OMPENENIUTh C MOMOLIbIO MHIEKCA
KpucTauinyHoCTH. COrjacHo JIMTEpaTypHBIM JaHHBIM, [IPU BHECEHUU IOTOJIHU-
TENbHBIX IOJIMCAXAPUI0B MOXKET MPOUCXOIUTh CHUIKEHUE CTENEHU U MHIEKCa
KpPUCTaJUIMYHOCTH.

Ornpenensiiy JaHHBIA TIOKa3aTenb ¢ momoirsio Merona MK-cnekrpockonuu
IIyTeM W3MEPEHUs] OTHOCHUTENBHBIX BBICOT HIJIM OONAcTed muKa. DTO SBISETCS
CaMbIM MPOCTBIM METO/OM, HO JIa€T IPUMEPHBIE 3HAUEHUS], MIOCKOIbKY CIIEKTP
BCETJIa COJICPIKUT MOKA3aTeNIM M KPUCTAJUTMYECKOM, 1 amophHOI obnacreid. Pe-
3yIBTATHI IPEICTABICHEI B TaOJIHIIE.

Jlnst onleHkH KpucTaUIMYHOCTH BII MCIONb30Banu peHTIeHOBCKYIO TH(PaK-
TOMETPHIO, T pakTorpaMMbl Bl npencrapiieHsl Ha puc. 9.
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HNHaexc KpUCTAVIMYHOCTH U cofiep:kanue o U f ¢pa3 BII, noayyenHoi
HA MeJIaCCHOM cpeje MPH MOHOKY/IbLTHBUPOBaHUU Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans
B-11267 u coBMecTHOM KyJIbTUBMpoBaHuM Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans
B-11267 u Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D
[Crystallinity index and content of @ and  phases of BC obtained on molasses medium during
monoculture of Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267 and co-cultivation
of Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267 u Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D]

BakrepuanbHas Lemion03a, mo-
JIydeHHast IPY MOHOKYJIbTUBHUPO-

BAHUU U COBMECTHOM KYJIbTUBH- Wnnexc
POBaHUM MHKPOOPTaHH3MOB Lo %0 Ig, % KPUCTAIINIHOCTH
[Bacterial cellulose obtained [Crystallinity index]
by monoculture and co-cultivation
of microorganisms]
K. sucrofermentans 42,8 57,2 1,66

K. sucrofermentans

u L. mesenteroides 47,6 52,4 1,31

Lomenl
110
| = K sucrofermentans B-11267
60000 ( K sucrofermentans B-11267 +
L.mesenteroides BKM B-2317D
100
I 002
40000
010
|
20000
tETT T T T
10 15 20 25 30 209

Puc. 9. ludppakrorpammsl (pexum orpakennsi) BLI, monydeHo# npyu MOHOKYIBTHBUPOBAHUN
Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267 u coOBMECTHOM KyJIbTHBHPOBAHUH
Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267 u Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D
[Fig. 9. X-ray diffraction spectra (reflection mode) of BC obtained by single cultivation
of Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans B-11267 and co-cultivation of Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans
B-11267 and Leuconostoc mesenteroides BKM B-2317D]

Ha mudpaknmonssix auarpammax bll, momydeHHBIX OT Bcex oOpasios B,
MIPUCYTCTBYIOT TPH OCHOBHBIX muKa Tipu 20 14,4, 16,8 u 22,5°, cOOTBETCTBYIO-
X kpucramiorpadguaeckum miockoctsM (100), (010) u (110) cooTBETCTBEHHO
[37]. UaTencuBHOCTL oTpaxkenust 100 Gonbmie, yem y orpaxenus 010, korma
IUIEHKA MapajulelibHa PEHTTCHOBCKOMY JIy4y, B 3P (PEKT MEHsIETCS Ha MIPOTUBO-
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TTOJIOXKHBIN TP TEPIEHANKYIAPHON opueHTanuu. [Ipu 3ToM OO0HapyKUBaeTCs
CHJIbHASI YHHUIDIAHAPHOCTD, CBS3aHHASI C TE€M, YTO JICHTHI LEJIIIOJIO3HI IIPEHMY-
IIECTBEHHO OPHEHTHPOBAHBI MapalIeIbHO ITOBEPXHOCTH IDIEHKH BO BpeMs
cymkd. CTeneHp KPUCTAUTMYHOCTH HCCIEAYEMBIX 00pPa3loB IIEIUTIONO3BI CO-
craBmsier 64 u 32% npu MOHOKYIBTHBHPOBaHWH K. sucrofermentans W COB-
MECTHOM KYJIBTUBUpPOBAaHUU K. sucrofermentans n L. mesenteroides cooTBET-
CTBEHHO.

3aki1r0ueHne

B Hacrosmem mcciegoBaHIN YCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO COBMECTHOE KYIHTHBHPOBA-
HUE IITaMMa TPOAYyLEHTa OaKTepHalbHOU HEIUTIoNo3bl Komagataeibacter su-
crofermentans B-11267 u mrtamMmma ipoIylieHTa AeKcTpana Leuconostoc mesen-
teroides BKM B-2317D mo3BoiisieT YBEIHUYUTh BHIXOJ OAKTEpHAILHOW IEILTIO-
JIO3BI B JIBa pa3a 10 CPaBHEHHUIO C MOHOKYJIETUBHPOBaHHEM C 2,64 10 5,99 r/n
COOTBETCTBCHHO. TakmM 00pa3oM, HCIONH30BAHME CMEMIAHHOTO KYIETHBHPO-
BaHUS MPOAYIEHTOB OAaKTEpPUATLHON IEIUTIONO3EI U NIEKCTpaHa Ha Cpele ¢ Me-
JacCOH, SIBILIOMICHCST OTXOAOM CaXapHOTO MPOHM3BOACTBA, SIBIISETCS TIEPCIEK-
TUBHBIM U cO3IaHus 3(P(EKTHBHOM W HEJOPOrod TEXHONOTHH ITONyIEeHUS
OaKTepHAITLHON TIEJIITFOJIO3bI.
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