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AGROENGINEERING AND FOOD TECHNOLOGIES N

Buoxmmumnyeckmm coctaB MOJI0Ka KO3
B 3aBMCMMOCTM OT Ce30Ha ropa

PE3SIOME

AkTyanbHOCTb. MOJIOKO KO3 — 3TO LIEHHbI MPOAYKT B NUTaHUM YenoBeka. OaHako pasHoobpasve 6uono-
MMYECKN aKTUBHbIX COEAVHEHWIA B €70 COCTaBE NOABEPXKEHO BINSHUIO CaMbIX Pa3nnyHbIX GakTOpOoB, B TOM
4KCNE CE30HHBIM KIIMMATUHECKUM U3MEHEHUSIM.

Matepuanbl 1 MeToabl. AHann3 BUOXMMUYECKMX NOKa3aTenein KO3bero MoJIoka BhIMOSHEH C MOMOLLBIO
aHanutnyeckon cuctembl MilkoScan 7/Fossomatic 7 DC (JaHus) ¢ npeobpasoBaHnem ®Oypbe. CTaTncTu-
yeckyto 06paboTKy MoSy4YEHHbIX Pe3ynbTaToB NpoBoawan B nporpamme Microsoft Excel npu nomowm na-
keTa «AHanu3 faHHbIX». [JoCTOBEPHOCTb Pa3nnyunii Mexay Ce30HaMy OLLeHMBaM, UCMOMb3ys KpUTUYECKME
3HayeHust t-kputepust CTblopeHTa.

Pe3ynbraTtbl UccnenoBaHuii. [locToBepHbIE pa3nnymns yctaHoBneHsl mexay MABWU B uoxe 3,06 = 0,07%
(p>0,01), aerycte 3,17 £ 0,12% (p > 0,05) oTHocUTENLHO OKTHOPS 4,37 £ 0,15%. MABO B anpene 2,92 +
0,05% (p>0,01), nioHe 3,28 = 0,06% (p >0,001), aBrycte 3,37 +0,11% (p > 0,01) oTHOCKTENLHO OKTAGPA
4,44 + 0,14%. COMO B anpene 8,17 £ 0,10% (p > 0,05), nioHe 8,42 = 0,10% (p > 0,001), aBrycTe 8,39 =
0,16% (p > 0,001) oTHocuTenbHO okTbps 9,75 £ 0,14%. KazeuHsl B anpene 2,21+ 0,06% (p > 0,01), nioHe
2,51+0,06% (p>0,001), aBrycre 2,56 + 0,09% (p > 0,001) oTHocHTENBHO OKTA6PS 3,55 + 0,12%. Ce3oH-
HbIM M3MeHeHVsM Gonee BCero noaBepXkeH coctas GenkoB MOsioka: Maccosast 4ons 6enka UCTUHHOTO 1
o6Luero, kaseuHoi.

KnioyeBblie cnoBa: MOIOKO KO3, MapaMeTpbl MOSIOKa, OUOXMMUS MOJIOKA, XXWUPHbIE KUCNOTbI, CE30H-
HOCTb.

Ans untuposanus: Bopornura O.A., CasuHa A.A., Konechuk H.C., Peikos PA., 3aiues C.10. buo-
XMMUYECKUIA COCTaB MOJIoKa KO3 B 3aBUCUMOCTM OT Ce30Ha rofa. ArpapHas Hayka. 2023; 367(2):
119-123. https://doi.org/10.32634/0869-8155-2023-367-2-119-123
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Biochemical composition of goat milk depending
on the season of the year

ABSTRACT

Relevance. Goat milk is a valuable product in human nutrition. However, the diversity of biologically active
compounds in its composition is subject to the influence of a variety of factors, including seasonal climatic
changes.

Materials and methods. Analysis of the biochemical parameters of goat milk was performed using the
MilkoScan 7/Fossomatic 7 DC analytical system (Denmark) and MilkoScan 7, a spectrophotometer based
on Fourier transform infrared spectrophotometry. Statistical processing of the obtained results was carried
out in the «Microsoft Excel» program using the Data Analysis package. The significance of differences
between seasons was assessed using the critical values of Student's t-test.

Research results. Significant differences were established between True Protein in June 3.06 = 0.07%
(p>0.01),August3.17£0.12% (p>0.05) relative to October 4.37 £ 0.15%. Total Protein in April 2.92 £ 0.05%
(p>0.01), June 3.28 £ 0.06% (p > 0.001), August 3.37 £ 0.11% (p > 0.01) relative to October 4.44 + 0.14%.
SOMO in April 8.17 £0.10% (p > 0.05), June 8.42 = 0.10% (p > 0.001), August 8.39 + 0.16% (p > 0.001)
relative to October 9.75 £ 0.14%. Caseins in April 2.21 £ 0.06% (p > 0.01), June 2.51 £ 0.06% (p > 0.001),
August 2.56 £ 0.09% (p > 0.001) relative to October 3.55 + 0.12%. Seasonal changes most often occur in
the composition of milk proteins: the mass fraction of true and total protein, caseins.

Key words: goat milk, milk parameters, milk biochemistry, fatty acids, seasonality.
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BeepeHue / Introduction

M3yyeHre npoaykToB XMBOTHOBOACTBA CErOAHS BbIXO-
OVT Janeko 3a pamky OUEHKN UX NMUTATeNbHOW LEeHHOCTU
[1]. KayecTBO M 0cobGeHHO GYHKUMOHANbHOE 3HaveHue
BbIXOAAT Ha nepBbli nnaH [1, 2]. buonornyeckas LEHHOCTb
MOJioKa MOATBEPXOAETCSH €ero aHTUrMnepTeH3UBHbLIMU,
NMPOTMBOBOCMANNTENIbHBIMW, NMPOTUBOOMYXONEBLIMU, aHTU-
OKCUOAHTHbIMU, aHTubakTepuasnbHbIMW, MMMYHOMOAYNN-
PYIOLWMMUA 1 UIMMYHOCTUMYNPYIOLLMMY CBOWCTBaMu [2].
M3 mMonoka ycBamBaeTcs 6onbluasi 4aCTb MUHEpasbHbIX
anemeHTOB: Ca, K, Mg, Na, P, Se, Zn n gp. [3].

MOn0KO 1 MOIOYHBIE MPOAYKTLI 3aHMMAIOT MnaupyloLme
no3vumn B peanndaummn KOHLENUMU GyHKLMOHANbHOro nu-
TaHus yenoseka [4]. Ko3be MOMOKO — OT/INYHBIA TOMY NpU-
Mep Kak MNpoAyKT, B COCTaB KOTOPOro BXoauT 60/bLioe KO-
JIN4ECTBO OMONOIMYECKN aKTUBHbIX BELLECTB [5], Takmx kak
nonndeHosibHble COeaMHEeHUs1, cepocoaepalme aMmmnHo-
KncnoThbl, pocdatsl, BuTamuHbl A, E, D, kapoTuHouabl, dep-
MEHTbI (cynepokcuaaucmyTasbl, katanasbl, ryTaTUoHMe-
pokcunaasbl), onurocaxapuabl v 6GMoakTBHbIE NenTuapl [6].

Mo aMMHOKMCIOTHOMY COCTaBy KO3be MOJIOKO BIVXKE K Ye-
JIOBEYECKOMY, @ B CPaBHEHUW C KOPOBBUM — COAEPXUT 60/b-
we 6enka, Xxupa, kanbuus, BuTammHa A, sutamnna PP [7].

Bo mMHoOrux crtpaHax, B Tom 4micne n Poccun, ko3oBoa-
CTBO SIBJIIETCS BAXHOWM 4aCTbiO CEJIbCKOro X0351ACTBa C 9KO-
HOMUYECKoW Touku 3peHus [8, 9]. Ko3oBoacTBO OpraHn3o-
BaHo BO ®paHuuu, Utanun, Ncnanun, Mpeumn, perrvoHax
CpepunsemHoro mops n banmxHero BocTtoka. Mo paHHbiM C.
HosonawwmHoii (2020), B Poccumn copepxuntca 768 000 mo-
JIOYHbIX KO3, @ MOJIOYHOE KO30BOACTBO MPELCTAB/IEHO Ye-
ThIPbMSI OCHOBHbBIMW MOPOAAMM: 3aaHEHCKOW, anbrnMUIACKON,
Hybuiickon, MypcuaHo-rpaHaguHa [8]. 9To BO3MOXHO b6na-
rogaps BbICOKOM aganTUBHOCTU KO3 K pasinyHbIM KinmMa-
Tnyeckum ycnosumam [9-11].

MockoBckasi 0611aCcTb — PEermoH ¢ yMepeHHO KOHTUHEH-
TanbHbIM KIMMaTOM, A1 KOTOPOro XapakTepHbl MOPO3Has
3umMa 1 Tennoe neTo [12], 4To B HEKOTOPOI CTENEHUN CKa3bl-
BaeTCH M Ha Ka4ecTBe MOJIoKa KO3.

B pab6ote E. XykoBoi (2021) maccoBas nons xwupa
(MI)X) B k03bEM MOJIOKE OJ1 0ceHHero nepuoaa (4,61%)
npeBbillaeT AaHHble BECeHHUX (4,46%) 1 3umMHux (4,55%)
pesynsraTos [13]. B monoke ko3 HoBow 3enanaum B neTHUI
nepuop, camblii HU3kMin nokasatens MIX (3,79 = 0,39%)
OTHOCUTENBLHO ApYyrmux ce3oHoB [14]. B pabote G. Margatho
(2018) makcumanbHoe 3HaveHne MK ycTaHOBNEHO B SiH-
Bape (6,24%) n oktabpe (6,75%) [15]. B paboTax E. XXyko-
Boi (2021), S. Li (2022), G. Margatho (2018), N. Kljajevic
(2018) oTmMeyaloT CHUXeHne maccoBol nonn 6enka (MAB)
B IeTHMIN nepuop, [13-16].

B cpaBHeHuu ¢ copgepxanHnem MK n MOB conepxa-
HME NaKTO3bl B MOJIOKE KO3 B pa3/iniHble CE30Hbl roga na-
MeHSIeTCsl He3Ha4YuTesbHO, No AaHHbIM A. Tkadesa (2020),
4,33-4,55% [17], A. Shuvarikov (2021) — 4,34-4,51%
[18], E. XykoBom (2021) — 5,19-5,38% [13], S. Li (2022) —
4,28-4,45% [14], G. Margatho (2018) — 4,42-4,91% [15].
OTO xapakTepu3yeT NnakTo3y kak 6osiee XeCcTKo 3aperynm-
pOBaHHbI NokasaTesb, B MEHbLLEN CTeneHn rnoaBepXeH-
HbliA UBMEHEHMAM, CBSI3aHHBIM CO CMEHOI ce3oHa. B pabo-
Tax E. XXykosom (2021), C. Siefarth (2014) v apyrrx aBTopoB
05 TaKnX NokasaTtenen, kak Cyxo 06e3>XKNPEHHbIA MOJIoY-
HbI ocTaTtok (COMO) n cyxoe BewecTtso (CB), nocToBep-
HbIX Pa3NnNyYmii B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT CE30HA HE YCTaHOBJIEHO.

Auetat u Geta-rugpokcnbytmpat (BIB) B MonoyHon
xenese cnyxart cybcTpatamu Ans CUHTe3a KOPOTKoLEeno-
4euHbIX XMpHbIX knenoT (KLPKK, C,-C, ) [20, 21]. BmecTe
C MOYEBWHOW OHM CnyXaT Mapkepamu OTpULATEeSIbHOro
3HepreTnyeckoro 6anaHca u ketosa [19, 23]. Mo aaHHbIM
13 o63opa H. Kumar (2016), B KO3beM MOJIOKE UX COOEp-
xaHue coctasnsiet ot 0,09 no 0,26 r/100 r [22]. AueToH
COLEPXNTCS B MOJIOKE B CNef0BbIX KONIMYECTBAX, YBENMNYe-

Hue ero nonu [17] ykasblBaeT Ha OTCYTCTBME BOSMOXHOCTU
cuHTe3a KLKK n3 auetaTta v BbiIBEAEHWE ero B BUAE ale-
TOHA. YPOBEHb MOYEBWHbI B MOJIOKE Yallle BCEr0 pacueHn-
BalOT KakK MHOMKATOP MOSIHOLLEHHOCTU KopmieHus [16, 21]
1 06ecrne4yeHHOCTN a30TOM MUKPOOPraHn3moB pybua [17]
GanaHca paumoHa no 6enKky u aHepruu.

B monoke oBHapyxeHo 6onee 400 oTaenbHbIX XUPHBLIX
kncnot [21], okono 50% KOTOPbIX CUHTE3NPYETCS B MOJIOY-
How xenese. S. Li (2022) ykasbIBa€eT, 4TO B KO3bEM MOJIOKE
B CPaBHEHMU C KOPOBbUM CcOoOepXnTcs Gonblue cpeaHele-
noYeyHbIX XMpHbIX kncnoT (CLKK) [14]. Mo paHHeim S. Li
(2022), ce3oHHble konebaHuns coctaBa XK ko3bero Mosnoka
0oKasanMCb MEHee BblPaXEHHbIMW B CPABHEHUN C OBEYbUM,
a 31MMOM KO3be MOJIOKO cofepxano Oosblie CTeapuHo-
BOW XupHOW kucnotbl (C18:0) n obwero konnyectsa Mo-
HOHEHaChILEHHbIX XMPHbIX kucnoT (MHXXK). B o63ope H.
Kumar (2016) ypoeeHb C18:0 k03bero mosnoka cocTtaBnsi-
et 0,44 r / 100 r MMPUCTMHOBOW XMPHOW KncnoTbl (C14:0)
0,32r /100 r. B uccneposanum C. Siefarth (2014) ona 3um-
Hero nepvoaa 3adrKCMpoBaHO MeHbLLee konmyecTso C14:0
B CpaBHeHUM ¢ neTHUM. OgHako obLasi pasHuua B COCTaBe
XK mMonoka ko3 31umoin 1 netom Oblna HebObLLIOW, HEKOTO-
pble CyLLEeCTBEHHbIE CE30HHbIE Pa3NNyMsa OblI 3HAYUTENb-
HbIMW TONBKO AJ151 OQHOWN 13 ABYX MCCnenoBaHHbIX depm [19].

B pa6ote N. Kljajevic ¢ coaBTopamu (2018) nonyyeHsl
nocTtoBepHble koppensaumn ana MK, MAB, nakTo3bl U He-
KOTOPbIX OPYrnx rokasartener ¢ TemnepaTtypor BO3ayxa,
OTHOCUTESNIbHOW BNAXHOCTbIO, ASIMTENbHOCTbIO COJIHEYHO-
ro nany4deHusi. Hanpumep, K0appuUneHT Koppenaummn gns
Temnepatypsbl Bo3ayxa n MK -0,90 (p < 0,05), ana nakto-
3bl -0,77 (p < 0,05), pna MAB -0,74 (p < 0,05). Takxe aTn
aBTOPblI CBSI3bIBAIOT MOJIyYEHHbIE Pe3ynbTaTbl C BbICOKUM
noTpebaeHnemM BoAbl KO3amMu B IETHUIA NEPUOL, U BbICOKYHO
YyBCTBUTENIbHOCTb BMA K TEM/IOBOMY CTPECCY.

Llenb paboTbl — BbISIBIEHNE CE30HHbLIX 3aKOHOMEPHO-
CTen N3MEeHeHnss cocTaBa MOJIOKa KO3 (BHE 3aBMCMMOCTMU
OT nopoabl) B ycnoBusix MockoBckoin obnactu.

MaTepuan u meToabl UccnenoBaHus /

Material and methods

OT160op Npob Ko3bero Mosioka nponssoaunu B Bockpe-
CeHCcKkoM palioHe MockoBckoi 06s1acTu creupanuctamm
JINYHBIX X0351CcTB B cooTBeTcTBMM ¢ TOCT 28809.1-2014.
Mepuoapl B3sTNS 06pa3uoB NPULLIINCE Ha anpenb (n = 12),
nioHb (n =12), aBrycT (n = 24) n oktabpb (N = 27) 2022 ropa.
Mpo6bl MoNoKa Kaxabli pa3 nonyyanu OT KO3, KOTOPbIX
npenBapuTensHO B anpene otobpanu B rpynny Aas uccne-
[OBaHWs C Y4eTOM COCTOSIHUSI 340pPOBbSl, CPOKOB OKOTA,
BO3pacTa, Nopoabl, ANUTENBbHOCTU NPOXMBAHUS B YCIOBU-
AX KOHKpPEeTHOW TeppuTtopumn. B aBrycte n oktabpe rpynny
yBENVYUIIN.

AHanM3 OMOXMMUYECKUX MoKalaTener Monoka, BKIIO-
Yyas aHann3 CoCcTaBa XMPHbIX KWUCIIOT, BbIMOJHEH B LEHTpe
KO/IIEKTUBHOIO MOJSIb30BAHUS HayyHbIM 060pYyAOBaHNEM
«Bbropecypcbl 1 BGUONHXEHEPUS CENbCKOXO3SNCTBEHHbIX
XUBOTHbIX» PIBEHY ®OULL BUX nm. J1.K. SpHcTa. AHann3
BbIMOJIHEH C MOMOLLbIO aHanuTu4yeckom cuctemsl MilkoScan
7/Fossomatic 7 DC (OdanHus) n MilkoScan 7 — cnektpodo-
TOMETP, OCHOBAHHbLIN Ha MHGpPaKpacHOW cnekTpodoTome-
Tpum ¢ npeobpasoBaHrem Pypbe [20]. OnpeaeneHbl Mac-
coBas pons xunpa (MIX), maccoBas nons 6enka UCTUHHOIO
(MABW), maccoas pons 6enka obwero (MOBO), naktosa,
Cyxoli 06e3XNpeHHbIi MosIoYHbIM ocTtaTok (COMO), cyxoe
BewecTBo (CB), kasewH, aueToH, 6eTa-rugpokcnbyTnpar
(BI'b), moyeBmHa, Touyka 3amep3aHusa (T3), KMCNOTHOCTb
(pH), XuvpHble KMcnoTel — MupucTuHosasa (C14:0), nanb-
MutuHoBast (C16:0), crteapuHoBass (C18:0), onemHoBas
(C18:1), mnnHHoLENo4YeYHble XupHble kucnoTbl (ALXKK),
cpenHelenoYyeyHble XupHble knucnotbl (CLKK), moHoHe-
HacbIWeHHble XupHble kucnoTbl (MHXKK), nonvHeHachbl-
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LLLEHHbIE XUpPHble KncnoTbl (MHXK), HaCcbILEHHbIE XUPHbIE
kmncnoTel (HXKK), KOpOTKOLENOYEYHbIE XWUPHbIE KUCAOTHI
(KLXK), TpaHcnaomepsbl XnpHbiX kncnot (TVKK).

Cratuctuyeckyto 06paboTKy MOJSTyHEHHbIX Pe3ynbTaToB
nposoamnn B nporpamme Microsoft Excel npu nomowm na-
KeTa «AHanu3 aaHHbIx». [JOCTOBEPHOCTb Pa3nuynin Mexay
Ce30HaMu OuEeHMBaNU, UCNONb3Yys KPUTUHECKME 3HAYEHUS
t-kputepusa CtblogeHTa.

Pe3ynbTaTtbl n 06cyxaeHue /

Results and discussion

MonyyeHHble pe3ynbTaThl NPeaCcTaBNEHbl HA PUCYHKaxX 1,
2. OT1 BecHbl kK oceHn MK cHuxkaeTcs B NETHMIA Nepuog n
MOBLILLIAETCS B OCEHHWNI, YTO JOCTOBEPHO HE NOATBEPXAA-
etca (puc. 1). MNpwu oueHke No kO3ddDUUMEHTY Bapuaummn
(KB) nokasatens MK BHyTpM rpynn COBOKYMHOCTb NOAy-
YeHHbIX JAaHHbIX B UIOHE, aBrycTe 1 okTabpe MOXHO Xxapak-
Tepu3oBaTtb kak ogHopogHyto (KB meHee 33%) co cpegHum
(o1 10 po 20%) n 3HaunTenbHLIM (6onee 20%) paccensa-
HMeM JaHHbIX. B anpene MK xapaktepuayeTtcs 6onbLuei
pasHopoaHocThio (KB 6onee 33%).

Puc. 1. Broxummnyeckme nokasateny MoOnoka ko3
Fig. 1. Biochemical parameters of goat milk

AGROENGINEERING AND FOOD TECHNOLOGIES I

MOBWN, MOABO n kasenHbl JOCTOBEPHO Pas3finyaloTcs B
nonTopa-gga pasa npu CPaBHEHUW BECEHHEro WU JIETHErO
nepmoaoB C OCEHHUM. MpK 3TOM OT BECHbI K OCEHW NPOUC-
XOOWT NOCTENEHHOE MOBLILLIEHME BCEX TPEX MOKasaTenewn.
KB BHyTpn rpynn He npesbiwaeT 10% B anpene n uvioHe,
20% B aBrycrte u oktabpe s BCcex Tpex nokasartenei.

3aKOHOMEPHOr0O yBENNYEHUSI MO0 CHUXEHUS YPOBHS
MOYEBWHbI NMapasnsieNbHo C YPOBHEM MacCoBOI fonu 6en-
KOB WM Ka3emHOB He 0BOHapyxeHo. OgHako koadduum-
eHT koppenauun ansg MABU n moyeBuHbl coctasun 0,34
(r2=0,11,p>0,01).

CopepxaHue aueToHa B MOJIOKE BECEHHEr0O nepuoaa B
[Ba-TPpW pasa BbIlE NETHErO U OCEHHEro, npu 3TOM ypo-
BeHb KLIDKK Ha npoTs>keHnn BCero roga HaxoguTcs Ha ypoB-
He 0,65-0,80 r/100 r 6e3 LOCTOBEPHbIX pa3nnyunii (puc. 2).

KB pons nakto3bl BO Bcex rpynnax He npesbiwan 10% un
CTabunbHO ANs BCEX MPYMN XapakTepu3yeTcs OAHOPOAHO-
CcTblo. Takme nokasatenu, kak T3 n pH, xapakrepusyloT-
CS1 4OCTATO4YHO XECTKUM MOCTOSAHCTBOM. Tak, KB BO BCemn
BblGopke (N = 75) coctaBun: ana T3 — 2,49%, ona pH —
2,15%.

Mo Hawum paHHbIM, cogepxa-
HMEe MNaJbMUTUHOBOW, CTEapUHOBOMN,
ONIEMHOBOW XMPHBIX KMCOT, a Takxe
OLDKK, CLXKK, MHXK, MHXK, HXK

1 KLPKK He padnuyaeTcsa 4OCTOBEPHO
OT Ce30Ha K Ce30HY (puc. 2).

CopepxaHne MUPUCTUHOBOWM XUP-
HOW KMCNOTbI B MOJIOKE KO3 UMEeT [10-

CTOBEpPHbIE pPa3ningd OTHOCUTEJNIbHO

18
16 anpenb
14 - H NioHb
aBryct
12 4
B oKTA6pb
10

Ce30Ha, NMpv 3TOM Camoe BbICOKOE
copepxaHne C14:0 ycTtaHOBNEHO B

%

OCEHHWI Nepunoa,.

BbiBogbl / Conclusions

B pesynbrate paboTbl BbISIBNEHbI
3aKOHOMEPHOCTN U3MEHEHNs CocTa-
Ba KO3bEro MOJIOKa B 3aBMCUMOCTU OT
ce30Ha. OT BECHbI K OCEHW JOCTOBEP-
HO yBeNnMYMBaETCA: Maccosasi [ons

MABU MAEBO Nakto3a COMO

I'Ipmmeanme. MLL)K — MaccoBas gons xupa, MABW — maccoBas nonsa 6enka UCTUHHOTO,
MABO — maccoBas gonsa 6enka ob6uiero, COMO — cyxoi 06e3XMpPEeHHbIi MOMOYHBI 0CTaTOK,
CB — cyxoe BewiecTtBo, BI'b — GeTa-ruapokcnbytmpart, T3 — Touka 3amep3aHus, pH — kucnot-

HOCTb.

Puc. 2. MokasaTtenun XnpHOKMCIIOTHOrO cocTasa Mosioka ko3, 11/ 100 r
Fig. 2. Indicators of the composition of fatty acids in goat milk,

gﬂdwwﬁ

6enka UctMHHoro — Ha 11%, 15%,
58%, maccoBasi gons Genka obuie-
ro — Ha 12%, 15%, 52%, ka3enHoB —
Ha 14%, 16%, 61%.

MaccoBas nons xupa OT BECHbI K
OCeHU CcHuxaeTcs (6e3 A40CTOBEpPHO-
CTK) B NeTHUE mecsiubl Ha 8% 1 5% un
YBENMYMBAETCS B OCEHHUIA Nepuos, Ha
12%. [JocToBepHble pPasnMyns OTHO-
CUTENbHO Ce30Ha YCTaHOBJMIEHbl AN

CB KaseuH

MWUPUCTUHOBOM XMPHOM Knucnotbl. OT

BECHbl K OCEHU ee CoAep>XaHue CHU-
XaeTtcs B MioHe Ha 12%, B aBrycte u

19g/100¢g
4,5
anpenb
4 7 muons ) T
3,5 | Masryct
M oKTA6pPb

okTabpe yBenuumaeTcs Ha 3% 1 28%
T COOTBETCTBEHHO.

Takme nokasaTenu, Kak Nnakrosa,

Temnepartypa 3amepsaHus, pH, no-
CTOSIHHbBI OT CE30Ha K Ce30HY /151 BCEi

BblIGOpkM (n = 75). KoadduumneHTs

Bapuvaumn Ans OaHHbIX napamMeTpoB
coctaBunun 7,36%, 2,49% vn 2,15% co-

C14:0 C16:0 C18:0 C18:1 ALXKK CL>KK MHXK MHXK HXK

Mpumeyarune: C14:0 — mupuctmnHosas, C16:0 — nanbmutrHoBas, C18:0 — cTteapuHoBas,
C18:1 — onewnHoBasi, ALXKK — gavHHoueno4YeyHble XupHble kucnoTel, CLKK — cpenHeueno-
YeyHble XUpHble KucnoTbl, MHXK — MOHOHeHachILWeHHble XUPHble kKucnoTbl, MHXK — nonuHe-
HacCbILWEHHbIE XUPHble KNcnoTbl, HXKK — HacbiweHHble XupHble kucnoTtbl, KLUXKK — kopoTkoue-

noYeyHble XUpHbIe KUcnoTbl, TMXXK — TpaHCM30Mepbl XUPHbLIX KACOT.
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OTBETCTBEHHO.

Takum ob6pa3om, cpean Bcex n3-
yyaeMbIX napamMeTpoB MOJIOKa KO3 B
ycnoBusax MockoBckon obnactu ce-
30HHbLIM M3MeHeHusiM 6onee Bcero
noaBepXeH cocTaB GenkoB MoJioka:
mMaccoBaa gongd 6enka UCTUHHOIO U
06LEero, Ka3euHsl.

KLU>KK TUXKK
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Bce aBTOpbI HECYT OTBETCTBEHHOCTbL 3a CBOIO paboTy v NpeacTaBeH-
HblE AaHHbIe.

Bce aBTOpbI BHEC/IM PaBHbIN BKNAL B 3Ty Hay4HYt0 paboTy.

ABTOPbI B PABHOV CTEMEHWN y4aCcTBOBAIM B HANUCAHWMN PYKOMUCH U
HeCcyT paBHYIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a Niaruar.

ABTOPbI 3aSIBASIOT 06 OTCYTCTBUM KOHGMIMKTA MHTEPECOB.
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