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AGROENGINEERING AND FOOD TECHNOLOGIES I

MepcnekTuBbl NPUMeEHeHUs NPoOMOTUYECKUX
MUKPOOPraHM3MOB NP NPON3BOACTBE
¢depMeHTUPOBaHHbIX NPOAYKTOB Ha COEBOWA
OCHOBe

PE3IOME

AxTyanbHoCTb. OCBEJOMNEHHOCTbL NOTPeOUTENEN 06 9KONOrMYECKOI Harpy3ke, KOTOPYIO HECET NPOV3BOA-
CTBO MOJI0Ka, NMPOAoXaeT pacTu. MNoTpeduteny nuLyT anbTepHaTyBbl, KOTOpble Gbiny Gbl 6onee aKoI0ro-
OPUEHTMPOBaHHLIMU 1 06naanM Obl BEICOKOW NUTATENBHOM LLEHHOCTLI0. CNPOC Ha pacTUTESbHbIE NPOAYKTbI
MOBLILIAETCS MO Pa3HbIM MPUYMHAM, @ UMEHHO Y 65% MMPOBOro HaceNeHUs CHKEHa CNoCOBHOCTb nepe-
BapuBaTh NakTo3y 1 6% HaceneHusi CTpaaaloT annepruein Ha MonoyHbIn 6enok. CornacHo CTaTUCTUYECKUM
OaHHbIM, 49% XeHWWH 1 36,6% MYX4YMH MMEIOT CUMNTOMbI XeNyA04YHO-KULWEYHbIX paccTpoincTs. CoeBble
606bI ABNSIOTCS OLHUMU U3 Hanboee LUMPOKO BbipaLLyBaeMbIX 1 NOoTpebnsieMbix 6000BbIX KybTyp BO BCEM
Mupe. Takum 06pa3om, pazpaboTka HOBbIX PePMEHTUPOBAHHBIX MPOAYKTOB HA PACTUTENLHON OCHOBE SBJISI-
eTcsl 0COBEHHO aKTyanbHbIM BOMPOCOM.

MeTopbl. B kauecTBe o6bekTa uccnenoBaHus Obinm BbiOpaHbl COEBasi AMCMNEPCUS U MUKPOOPraHW3Mbl
Lactobacillus, Bifidobacterium wn Propionibacterium. OnpefeneHsl nokasaTenn ka4yectsa Nosly4eHHoN coe-
BOI aucnepcuu. MccneposaH NpoLecc KUCIOTOHAKOMEHUS B npoLecce GpepMeHTaumm npobruoTuyeckmmm
MUKPOOpPraHmaMamu. MoayyeHbl faHHbIe O HakomieHun Guomaccel 6akTepuii B npouecce GepMeHTaumm n
M3Y4YEHO BIUSIHWE MCMO/b30BaHNs BbIOPaHHbIX 3aKBACOYHLIX MWKPOOPraHW3MOB Ha U3MEHEHWE aHTVOKCH-
[JaHTHbIX CBOMCTB 06pasLoB GepMEHTUPOBAHHbIX AVCNEPCUIA B MPOLLECCE XPAHEHUS.

Pe3ynbratbl. CoeBasi Mcnepcus SBNSETCS XOPOLUMM CyOCTPaToM s NPOM3BOACTBa PepMEHTUPOBAHHbIX
HanWTKOB C Ucnonb3oBaHneM Lactobacillus, Bifidobacterium v Propionibacterium. Hanbonee aktTueHo npo-
LLecC KMUCNOTOHAKOMIEHMS MPOVUCXOAMT NpU ncnonb3osanum L. bulgaricus v P. schermanii KM-186 B Teve-
Hue 6 4. Bce BbiOpaHHbIE LITAMMbl XOPOLLIO aAanTUPYIOTCS B PACTUTENBHOV Cpefe, HO HaubonbLwuiA NprpocT
6uomaccel npovcxoauTt npu depmenTaumnn L. bulgaricus, B. longum B379M v B. bifidum. Mono4yHokucnble
1 MPOMMOHOBOKMCIIbIE GakTepun 06eCcneymBatoT OCTATOHHO BbICOKME U CTabuibHble MOKa3aTeny aHT1OKCH-
[aHTHOW aKTUBHOCTY Kak Ha 1-i4, Tak 1 Ha 6-11 1 12-11 feHb XpaHeHus.

KmioyeBble cnoBa: coOeBOE MOJSIOKO, XMMUYECKUIA COCTaB, aHTUOKCUAAHTHAS akTMBHOCTb, GpepmMeHTaums,
npobuoTuyeckne GakTepun

Ana untupoBanus: Fkosyenko H.B., AHupinepoBa M.A. [epcnekTuBbl NpUMEHEHUS NMPOBUOTUHECKMX
MWKPOOPraHM3MOB Mpu NMPON3BOACTBE HPEPMEHTUPOBAHHbIX MPOLYKTOB HA COEBOIN OCHOBE. ArpapHasi Hayka.
2024; 380(3): 149-156.

https://doi.org/ 10.32634,/0869-8155-2024-380-3-149-156

© fikoByeHko H.B., AHusineposa M.A.

Perspective of probiotic bacteria in the
production of soy-based fermented products

ABSTRACT

Relevance. It is worth noting that consumers’ awareness of the environmental burden that milk production
carries continues to grow. Consumers are looking for alternatives that are more environmentally friendly and
have high nutritional value. The demand for plant-based products is increasing for various reasons, namely,
65% of the world’s population has a reduced ability to digest lactose and 6% of the population is allergic to
milk protein. According to statistics, 49% of women and 36.6% of men experience symptoms of functional
gastrointestinal disorders. Soybeans are one of the most widely grown and consumed legumes worldwide.
Thus, the development of new plant-based fermented products is a particularly actual issue.

Methods. The objects of study were soybean dispersion and microorganisms Lactobacillus, Bifidobacterium
and Propionibacterium. The quality indicators of the resulting soy dispersion were determined. The process
of acid accumulation during fermentation with probiotic microorganisms were studied. Data on the
accumulation of bacterial biomass during the fermentation process were obtained and the effect of the use
of selected starter microorganisms on the change in the antioxidant status of fermented dispersions during
storage were investigated.

Results. Research results showed that soybean dispersion is a good substrate to produce fermented bever-
ages using Lactobacillus, Bifidobacterium and Propionibacterium microorganisms. The most rapid process
occurs when L. bulgaricus and P. schermanii KM-186 are used and the fermentation lasted for 6 hours. All se-
lected strains adapt well to the plant-based media, but the greatest increase in biomass occurs during fermen-
tation with L. bulgaricus, B. longum B379M and B. bifidum. Lactic acid and propionic acid bacteria provide high
and stable levels of antioxidant activity on both the 1st and 6th and 12th days of storage.

Key words: soy milk, chemical composition, antioxidant activity, fermentation, probiotic bacteria
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BeepeHune/Introduction

MpoayKTbl NUTaHWA MOryT BbITb HE TONBKO MCTOYHUKOM
OCHOBHbIX MUTATENbHbIX BELLLECTB U 3HEPTn, HO 1 NO3ULMO-
HMPOBATLCS Kak cnocob noanepXaHus 1 yaydLleHns 300p0-
Bbs W, KPOME TOr0, Kak cnoco® NpopunakTUkKmM 1 KOPPeKLmn
onpeneneHHbIX HEraTUBHbIX IBIEHNIA B opraHmname [1-3].

B ycnoeusix pocta HaceneHus, nepexoaa Ha HOBble pa-
LMOHbI MUTAHUSA N U3MEHEHUA KNuMaTta COAeNCcTBMe nosn-
HOLLEHHOMY MUTAHMIO N PA3BUTUIO 300POBbIX U YCTONYMBbIX
NPOAOBONBLCTBEHHBLIX CUCTEM SIBASIETCA [NABHOW 3agayeit
Haluero BpemMeHu [4-6].

B3anmoceasb mexay enon n 340pOBbEM M3y4aeTCs Ha
NPOTSXKEHUN MHOMUX NeT, NO3TOMY pa3paboTka NPOAYKTOB,
CMNOCOOCTBYIOLLMX YKPEMIEHUIO 340P0BbSA 1 6narononyyms,
ABNSAETCS KMNOYEBBLIM NPUOPUTETOM WUCCNEAO0BAHUN nuLLe-
BOI NpoMbilwneHHocTn ' 2 [7-12].

B nocnepgHve rogpl BO3pOCNO 3HavyeHWe MNpPOAYyKTOB,
OKa3bIBAIOLIMX HAMpPaB/IEHHOE MOJIOKUTENBHOE BAVUSIHUE
Ha 300pPOBbe M COCTOSHME OpraHmMama. Takve npoayk-
Tbl 06beANHEHbI B OTAENbHbIN KNAcC — QYHKUNOHANbHbIE
npoaykTbl [13-17].

HecmoTps Ha TO 4YTO CNPOC Ha NPOAYKTbI ANs DYHKLMO-
HaNIbHOrO MUTAHUS HEYKJIOHHO PAacTET, MOCKOJIbKY Noan
CTaHOBATCS BCE 6onee 0CBEAOMSIEHHBIMU O 3HAYEHUN An-
€Tbl U MUTaHWs, yrpo3a CTPEMUTENBHOrO PocTa N «OMOJIO-
KEHUS» XPOHNYECKMX 3ab0sIEBaHNI BCE €eLLle OCTaeTcs ak-
TyanbHOW, 4TO CBA3AHO C YXYALLAIOLWENCS SKONOrMYeCcKom
006CTaHOBKOM 1 BO3pacTaHnem cTpeccos [18-21].

B cBA3M C 9TMM NULLEBas NPOMBILLNEHHOCTb 32 NOCNes-
HWE HECKOJIbKO AeCATUAETUIA BbICTPO pearnpyeT Ha name-
HeHue noTpebHocTel noTpebuTenen.

Ha cerogHsaWwWHWI OeHb CYLWEeCTBYET Takxke akTyasibHas
npobnema HapyleHuss B pabote MUKPOOMOTLI YesloBeka,
4TO 0OYC/IOBIEHO HEPALMOHANIbHBIM MUTAHUEM N 9K30rEeH-
HbIMW PaKTOPaMm, CONPSXXEHHBIMU B MEPBYIO 04epenb ¢ 00-
pPa3oM XW3HW N UHOUBUAYANbHBIMW MPUBbIYKAMU. JKOJO-
rmyeckne npobnembl, CTpecc, YpeaMmepHoe notpebneHve
ObICTPOYCBOSIEMBIX YIIEBOAOB, MPYEM aHTUONOTUKOB BEAYT
K HapyLeHuio 6anaHca MUkpodopbl kuweyHmka. Mukpo-
OpraHM3Mmbl, HacensLlWme KULLIEYHUK YenoBeka, CBA3aHbI
C LenblM pSAoM pasnnyHbIX 3ab0neBaHuii, BKIOYas BOC-
nanuTenbHble 3aboneBaHns KuLweyHnka, 6one3Hn cepaua,
oXupeHue, anabeT 2 TMna, pak TOJICTON KULIKK, pacCesiH-
HbI CKNEepo3, Aenpeccuio, ayTnam, «6onesHn Beka», Takme
Kak 6one3Hb Anbureimepa v MapkMHCOHaA, U MHGEKUUN,
BbI3BaHHbIE BakTepusimu Clostridium difficile [22—24].

OCHOBHOW NyTb 451 PELLEHNS YKa3aHHOM NpobnemMbl —
3TO HOpManu3aumst CO6CTBEHHON MUKPOMNOPbI C MOMOLLbIO
npobuoTnyecknx baktepuii. HecMoTps Ha TO YTO MOJIOYHbIE
npPoAyKThbl, B TOM Yyncne GepMeHTMPOBAHHbIE NPOOMOTHNYE-
CKMMU MUKPOOpPraHM3amMamu sBnsoTcs Hanbonee nonynsip-
HbIMW Ha PbIHKE, CTPEMUTENLHO PACTET CNPOC HA MPOAYKThI
Ha PacTUTENbHOM OCHOBE, KOTOpble ByayT YAOBNETBOPSTb
noTpebHOCTM niogen, CTpagalwmx HenepeHOCUMOCTbIO
NakTo3bl WAN  TUMEPXONEecTEPUHEMMUEN, TUNEPUYBCTBU-
TENbHOCTLIO K 6efikaM XNUBOTHOMO MPOUCXOXAEHUS, & Tak-
e CBA3AHHbIMU C PENUTMO3HLIMU 1 MOPanbHbIMU yoexae-
HuamMn [25, 26].

B HacTosilee BpeMs NpoAyKTam pacTUTESNIbHOro Mpo-
NCXOXAEHUs yaenseTca 60/blLOe BHAMaHNE N3-3a MUX No-
TEHLMaNbHOM NOoMb3bl ANS 300PO0BbS U OONLLIOIO BHU-
MaHus notpedbutenen. OHU MOryT ObiTb MCTOYHUKOM
NerkoaoCcTyrnHoOM 340p0BoOM M cbanaHCMPOBAHHOW MULLM
onsa Hacenenus [27-29].

Kpome Toro, oxungaetcs, 4to kK 2024 rony MMpPOBOW Pbl-
HOK pacTUTENbHbIX NPOAYKTOB (Kak anbTepHaTUBA XMBOT-
HOMY MOJOKY) npeBbicuT 38 Mnpa aonnapos® n 43,8 mnpa,
kK 2028 rogy?. OkcnepTbl OTMEHaloT CYLLECTBEHHbIN pOCT
NpoAaX MPOAYKTOB Ha PacTUTENbHOM OCHOBE B NocneaHue
roAbl, KOTOPbIi 0OYCNOBNEH HE TONIbKO MOAHBLIMU TPEHAAMN,
a Takke PoCTOM OCBEAOMJIEHHOCTM noTpebutener B chepe
3TUKN 1 akonoruun. MNMpu co3gaHmm NPoayKTOB HA PacTUTESNb-
HOM OCHOBE CYLLECTBYET psif, NPobrem, CBA3aHHbIX C opra-
HONEeNTUYEeCKNMU xapakTepuctukamu npogykta [30, 31],
2 VIMEHHO HEBbIPAXEHHbIN BKYC 6€3 MUCMosb30BaHWs apo-
MaTM3aTopoB U crneundunyeckne NOCTOPOHHME BKYC U MO-
CNeBKyCuEe, CBOWCTBEHHOE PaCTUTENbHbIM KOMMOHEHTaM.
Hanpumep, cornacHo CEHCOPHOMY TECTMPOBAHWIO B UCCIe-
noBaHusx [32-35] KOpoBbE MOJSIOKO HEOOHOKPATHO Mpea-
noYnTanu pacTUTeNbHOMY Kak B3pOC/ible, Tak U AeTu. bbino
OTMEYEHO, YTO BKYC PACTUTENBHOrO MOJIOKa SIBNSIETCS BaX-
Helwmm pakTopom npu Beibope.

Cpeav pasnuyHbiX BUOOB PaCTUTENbHOr0 MOJIOKa CO-
€B0O€ MOJIOKO SiIBASIeTCHA OAHUM U3 CaMblX MOMNYNSPHbIX HA
MWUPOBOM PbIHKE W, MO OLEHKaM 3KCNepTOB, COCTaBNAET
7,3 Mnppa [onnapoB 1 npoaokaeT pa3smeatbes. CoeBble
606bl (Glycine max) saBnsitoTcs ogHUMU U3 Hanbonee Wn-
POKO BblpaluMBaeMbix 1 NOTpebnsemMbix 6060BbIX KYIbLTYP
BO BCeM mupe Gnarogapsi cBOemMy ocobGeHHOMy cocTa-
BY NuTaTenbHbIX BewecTB. Cosl HE TONIbKO COAEPXUT Bbl-
COKOKa4eCTBEHHbI 6enok, BKAKYaOLWMIA NoYTM BCE He-
3aMEHUMble aMUHOKWUCIIOTbI C BbICOKOM YCBOSIEMOCTbIO
(92-100%), HO Takxe aBnseTcss OGoraTblM WUCTOYHUKOM
MVHEPAsOB, TaKMX Kak KanbLUWi, Kanuii, MarHum, xeneso,
LUMHK 1 meadb [36-38].

depMeHTUPOBaHHOE COEBOE MOJTIOKO 3PPEKTUBHO CHU-
XaeT CUMNTOMbI caxapHoro anabeTta, KPOBSHOE AaBNEHNe,
CHUMXAET PUCK CEPLEYHO-COCYANCTLIX 3ab0oneBaHnin, paka
npocTaTbl, OCTEONOPO3a U OCNOXHEHWIA, CBA3AHHbLIX C OH-
konornyecknmm 3aboneeaHusmu [39, 40]. PactutenbHoe
Cblpbe 1 MPOAYKTbI HA €ro OCHOBE MOTYT ObITb NCMONBL30BA-
Hbl KaK B KQ4eCTBe CUCTEM JOCTaBKN NMPOOMOTUHECKNX MU-
KPOOpraHM3moB B OpraHmam yenoseka [41].

Kpome Toro, ¢pepmMeHTaLma pacTUTeNbHbIX AUCMEPCUI
MOXeT MO3BOJIUTb YAYHLIUTb OpraHosienTnieckne n GyHk-
LuMoHanbHble nokasarenun [42]. depmeHTaums npobuoTu-
4eCkMMU MUKPOOPraHn3Mamu MOXeT YNyylnTb pacTBO-
PMMOCTb pacTUTENbHOro 6enka, a Takke aMUHOKUCIIOTHbIN
COCTaB M UX AOCTYNHOCTb Ans opraHnama [43].

Mpouecc dpepMeHTauMmM NO3BONSIET YBENNYUTL COAEP-
XaHne 61oNorMYeckn akTUBHbIX BELLECTB, B TOM YMCie aH-
TMOKCUOAHTOB, 3almliasl OpraHuam OT OKMCIIUTENbHOIO
CTpecca 1 CBA3aHHbIX C HUM 3abofieBaHNin. AHTUOKCMOAHT-
Hasi akTMBHOCTb PaCTUTENBHOrO0 MOJioka 0bycnoBneHa de-
HONbHBLIMU COeaANHEHNaMU, pnaBoHOMAAMU U BUTAMUHAMMN
A, Ev C [44)].

" Fischler F. et al. The role of research in global food and nutrition security-Discussion paper. EU-Scientific Steering Committee; 2015. https://doi.
org/10.2788/521449 file:///C:/Users/User/Downloads/the%20role%200f%20research%20in%20global%20food%20and%20nutrition-LBNA27123ENN. pdf

2 https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/3c128844-ae1c-4461-8090-c23f7b59c6¢9/language-en

3 Smith, S. (2019). The global non-dairy milk market is projected to reach revenues of more than $38 billion by 2024, growing at CAGR of over 14% during 2018-
2024. London: Reportbuyer. March 26, 2019 — URL: https://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/the-global-non-dairy-milk-market-is-projected-to-reach-

revenues-of-more-t han-38-billion-by-2024-300818978.html.

4 Dairy alternatives market by source (soy, aimond, coconut, oats, hemp), application (milk, yogurt, ice creams, cheese, creamers), distribution channel
(retail, online stores, foodservice), formulation and region — Global forecast to 2028 — URL: https://www.marketsandmarkets.com/Market-Reports/dairy-

alternatives-market-677.html
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Bonee Toro, nepeBapunBaHmne nosie3Hbix OEKOB COEBbIX
60060B ynydliaetcs 6onee 4em Ha 40% 3a cyeT yBemyeHus
cofepXaHnsi He3aMeHMMbIX aMUHOKUCIIOT BO Bpemsi dep-
MeHTaumn [45]. Kpome Toro, pepmMeHTaums MoaoYHOKNC-
NbiMU GakTepPUSMM NO3BONSIET CHU3UTL coaepXkaHne purta-
TOB N MIHTMOUTOPORB TpUNcuHa [46].

Llenb wnccnenoBaHwuii — wW3y4eHME BO3MOXHOCTUM W
OLLEHKA NEPCNEKTUBHOCTN pepMeHTaLMN COEBON Ancnep-
cum wtammamu baktepuin Lactobacillus, Bifidobacterium,
Propionibacterium w Streptococcus npu Mcnosb30BaHUN
MX B KQYECTBE MOHOKY/bTYPHbIX 3aKBaCOK.

MaTtepuanbi u MeToabl UCCnepoBaHnsa/

Materials and methods

Mpn npoBegeHMM WCCNenoBaHW MCMONL30BaNM Coe-
Bble 6006bI copTa «[MpunsaTte», 000 «AlMK KOJIOC» (MaccoBas
ponsi 6enka 42-43%, maccosas nons xvpa 20%, BNaxHOCTb
9%), 3aKBaCO4Hble NpobuoTmieckune KynbTypsbl: Lactobacillus
acidophilus 575 (HaumoHanbHbIN  KUCCNenoBaTenbCckui
ueHTp «KypuyatoBckmin unHCTUTYT», Poccus); Lactobacillus
delbrueckii subsp. bulgaricus (Yo100, Micromilk s.r.l., UTa-
nns); Bifidobacterium bifidum (LYOBAC-D, ALCE, Utanus);
Bifidobacterium longum B379M (00O «[MponnoHuke», Poc-
cus); Propionibacterium freudenreichii subsp. shermani
KM-186 (OO0 «[lMponuoHuke», Poccus); Streptococcus
thermophilus (Danisco TA 40 LYO 50 DCU, OaHus).

[na npurotoBneHms pacTUTeNbHON ANCNEPCUM U3 cou,
PacTUTENIbHOE ChIPbe 3aMadnBany B COOTHoLEeHNN 1:3 (Cbl-
pbe:Boaa) Ha 12 4, 3atem Boay cnueanu. [laHHas onepauus
NO3BONSIET YAANUTL MHIMOUTOPLI PepmMeHToB [47], a Takke
Pa3MSArYnTb KNETOYHbIE CTEHKN PACTUTENIbHOIO Chipbs ANS
obneryeHus ganbHenwen obpaboTku.

Janee no6asnsnu GuUALTPOBAHHYIO BOAY B COOTHOLUE-
Hum 1:10 (Cbipbe:BOAA) U M3MeNbYany C NOMOLLLIO 3ieK-
Tpuueckoro 6nenaepa (Philco®, mogens PH900). [HdaHHoe
COOTHOLLUEHME MO3BOJISET MOJNYYNUTb XenaemMyto no Bsi3KO-
CTW, OQHOPOAHOCTM 1 cnabo BbipaXeHHOMY NPUBKYCY U 3a-
rnaxy Cou XWOKYl0 KOHCUCTEHUMIO pacTUTENbHOW aucnep-
Cu1K (BA3SKOCTb PaCTUTENbHON Aucnepcun npu TemnepaType
20 °C — 1,71 cll). BaAskocTb pacTUTENbLHON Ancnepcun n
MOJIOKa KOPOBLEr0 ONpenensnu C NoMoLLbio BUCKO3UME-
Tpa lennnepa (RHEOTEST Messgerate Medingen GmbH,
lepmaHua) ¢ nagaowmm wapukom Ne 1. Tocne namensye-
HUS, MONYYEHHYIO CMEeChb PULTPOBAIM Yepes TABCAHOBYIO
TKaHb (NNoTHoCTb 140 r/m?).

MonyyeHHyl0 pacTUTENbHYID AUCMAEPCUI0 Mnoasepranm
TepmoobpaboTke B Tepmommkce® (noctasuwmk OO0 «[puH

Tabnmua 1. Moka3aTenu ka4ecTBa pacTUTENbHOIN AUCNepcUn U3 con

Table 1. Quality indicators of soy dispersion

AGROENGINEERING AND FOOD TECHNOLOGIES I

naviH», Poccust) npm ckopocTu 2 npu TemnepaTtype 85 °C B Te-
yeHne 5 MUH, 4ToObl 0b6ecrneynTb CTabuNbHOCTb FOMOreHHO-
CTW CUCTEMbI U MUKPOOMOSIOrMYeckyto 6e30MacHOCTb B CO-
oTeetcTBUM ¢ TP TC 021/20115 (KMADAHMS, 1x10% KOE/r;
Opoxokn n nnecenn’, KOE/r, He oBHapyXeHb!; BrKmns,
He obHapyxeHbl B 1,0 T, B 0,1r; S. aureus®, He o6HapyxXeHb!
B 1,0 ; B. cereus'?, He o6HapyxeHbI B 0,1 ).

MokazaTenn ka4ecTBa pacTUTENbLHON AnUcnepcun npea-
cTaBfeHbl B Tabnvue 1.

[ns nonyyeHms 6MomMacchbl MUKPOOPraHM3MOB, KyNbTU-
BMPOBaHME NMPOBOANIIN HA XUOKUX CTEPUIIbHBIX NMUTATENb-
Hbix cpegax: MRS (HiMedia, Nnauns) pansa L. acidophilus,
L. delbrueckii subsp. bulgaricus, B. bifidum, B. longum n
M17 (HiMedia, Uhgusa) pna S. thermophilus nytem nHoky-
NSLUMN YNCTOW KyNbTYPbl B MUTATENIbHYIO CPeay 1 nocnenyio-
el nHkybaumm B TepmocTtatax npu 37°C B TeveHme 48 va-
coB [48]. P. freudenreichii subsp. shermanii kynstnBmposanu
Ha XWOKOM NUTaTeNbHOW Cpeae C IakTaTtoOM HaTPUS U UH-
kyouposanun npu 30°C B TeyeHne 96 yacos [49]. Ons no-
JNly4eHnsi GMomMacchbl MMKPOOPraHN3MOB, KYJLTUBUPOBaHME
NPOBOOVNN HA NUTATENbHbIX cpeaax B TedeHne 48-96 u.
MonyyeHHylo GUoMaccy MUKPOOPraHN3MOB KOHLLEHTPUPO-
Bann ueHTpudyrnposaHnem npu 5000 06/MUH. B TeyeHne
10 muH. Janee npoBoaunu otaeneHne 6uomaccsl 1 fobas-
JIeHne KpMonpoTeKTopa.

Mocne TennoBoi 06paboTkm COEBYIO ANCIEPCUIO OXJ1aX-
[anu 4o TeMnepaTypbl 3akBalUMBAHUS M BHOCUIW MONYYEH-
HbIl KOHLLEHTPAT NPOBUOTUYECKNX BaKTEPUIA B KONMYECTBE
0,1 % oT obbema pacTuTenbHon aucnepcun. depmeHTa-
LMo npoBoavnKn Ao goctuxeHns PH 4.6-4.8.

MN3mepeHne akTMBHOM KNCAOTHOCTM MPOBOAUAN C MOMO-
wpto pH-meTpa HANNA HI98127, Hanna Instruments. Tu-
TPYEMYIO KUCNOTHOCTL ' M3Mepsan MeTogoM TUTPOBAHWS C
vHaukaTopom dpeHondTanemHom [50].

CopepxaHue NponnoHOBOW KUCNOTbI ObINo onpeaene-
HO C mcnonb3oBaHnem BIXX cuctembl Shimadzu LC-20
Prominence B cootBeTcTBMM ¢ MeTogamu [51, 52] ¢ Heko-
TopbiMn  Moaudukaumsmn. PepmeHTMpPOBaHHbIE 00pas-
ubl B KonnyecTtse 25 mn 6binn cmewwansl ¢ 0,001 M H,SO,
n oTueHTpudyrmnposaHsl npm 10 000 06 / MUH B TeuyeHue
15 MuH. MNonyyeHHble cynepHaTaHTbl GUALTPOBaNM 4e-
pe3 HelnoHoBbl dunbtTp. O6beEM 06pasua ans onpene-
nenuns coctasun 10 mkn. Cyxme BewiecTBa onpenensanu
rpaBuMeTpuyeckum MeTogom'2. CopepxaHue KnetyaT-
K1 onpepensnu cornacHo metogny AACCT'3. CopepxaHuve
yrneBoAoB onpeaensanm pacyetHoiM metogom [53]. Conep-
XaHue 3056l onpeaenann cornacHo MOCT 13979.6-6914

Cyxue Monudenonsl, Yrnesopwbl
OGpasey pH BewecTsa, % 3ona,% benok,% Xup,% Knetuyatka, % mr (GAE)/100 ’r r/100 2
PactutenbHas aycnepcusi U3 coeBbix 60608 6,87 0,01 6,16 0,12  0,29+0,01 2,83+0,02 1,63+0,12 MeHbLue 0,10 61,16 £1,65 1,41 0,11

5TP TC 021/2011 TexHndeckuii pernameHT TaMOXeHHOro colosa "0 6e30MacHOCTY NULLLEBOI NPOAYKLMN” (C nameHeHnamu Ha 14 nions 2021 roaa) TexHnde-

CKuin pernameHT TamoxeHHoro coto3a ot 09.12.2011 N021/2011.

6 FOCT 10444.15-94 MpoaykThl NuLLeBsble. MeToabl onpeaeneHns Konmiectsa Me3oduibHbIX a3poBHbIX 1 GaKyNETaTUBHO-aHa3POBHbLIX MUKPOOPraHM3MOB.

M.: CtanpgapTtuHdopm. 2010; 3.

7TOCT 10444.12-2013 Mykpo61onoris N1LLEBbIX NPOAYKTOB 1 KOPMOB A5 XMBOTHbIX. MeTOob! BbISBNEHNS 1 MOACHETA KONMHECTBA APOXOKEN 1 MIECHEBbIX

rpu6os. M.: CtanpaptuHdopm. 2014; 9.

8TOCT 31747-2012 MpoaykTbl NuLLEeBble. MeToab! BLISBNEHUS 1 ONPeAeneHns KoNMYecTsa 6akTepuii rpynbl KMLLIEYHBIX Nanoyek (KonMdopMHbIX BakTepuii).

M.: CtanpgapTuHdopm. 2013; 15.

9OCT 31746-2012 MpoaykTbl nueBble. MeToabl BbISIBNEHWS U ONPeAeNieHr st KONMYeCcTBa Koaryna3ononoxuTenbHbix cTadmnokokkos 1 Staphylococcus

aureus. M.: CtaHpapTuHdopm. 2013; 22.

10 OCT 10444.8-2013 MUKPOBMONOr1s NULLIEBLIX MPO/YKTOB 1 KOPMOB A5 XMBOTHBIX. [OPU3OHTaNLHBIA METOA, NoAcHeTa NPe3yMNTUBHLIX 6akTepuii Bacillus
cereus. MeTtoga noacyeTa konoHuii npu temnepatype 30 (C). M.: CtangaptnHdopm. 2014; 15.

1 Official Methods of Analysis of AOAC INTERNATIONAL / ed. Latimer G.W. Oxford University Press New York, 2023. AOAC.

2 Baird R, Rice E, Eaton A. Standard methods for the examination of water and wastewaters. Water Environment Federation, Chair Eugene W. Rice, American
Public Health Association Andrew D. Eaton, American Water Works Association. 2017.

13 American Association of Cereal Chemists. Approved Methods Committee. Approved methods of the American association of cereal chemists. AACC.

14 TOCT 13979.6-69 XXMbixy, LUPOTHI 1 FOPYMHHBINA NOPOLLOK. MEeToa onpeaeneHuns 301b.
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OnpepeneHne 6enka npoBoaunn metonoMm Kbenbgans
cornacHo FOCT 26889-86'5. MaccoByio fonio xwupa onpe-
nensinv no FOCT 8756.21-8916,

CopepxaHne nonndeHonoB onpeaensnm ¢ UCnosb3o-
BaHnemM cnektpodportometpa UV-1800 (Shimadzu, Ano-
Hus) [54].

OnpepneneHne aHTUOKCUOAHTHOWM akTUBHOCTU 06pas-
LUOB OO M nocne dgepmeHTaumm npoBoauan cnekTpodo-
TomeTpuyeckum metogoM'” [50] ¢ HekoTopbIMU MOAM-
dukaupamm. KopoTko, AN NPUroToBNEHUS 3KCTpakTa
pacTutensHon gucnepcun 2,5 r nccnegyemoro obpasua
cmvewmBanu ¢ 10 mn ataHona (95%), TwaTensLHO nepemMe-
wunsanu n ueHtpmnoyrmposann 10 muHyt npm 6000 06/MUH.
Peaktne DPPH (0,1MM) pacteopsinu B 95% aTtaHone. BHo-
cunu 250 pl BOOHOro aKCTpakTa COEBOW AMCMEPCUM unun

Puc. 1. JuHamunka U3MeEHEHNs TUTPYEMOMN KUCNOTHOCTW B Npouecce
depmeHTaumm coeson aucnepcur, % MOAOYHOW KUCOTbI

Fig.1. Dynamics of changes in titratable acidity during the fermentation
of soybean dispersion, % lactic acid
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Puc. 2. InHamuka n3MEHeHNs TUTPYEMOW KUCIOTHOCTU B NpoLIECCce
depmeHTaumm coesoii gucnepcum P. shermanii KM-186, % nponvoHo-
BOW KNCNOTbI

Fig.2. Dynamics of changes in titratable acidity during the fermentation
of soybean dispersion P. shermanii KM-186, % propionic acid
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BOAHOMO 3KCTpakTa GepMEHTUPOBAHHON ANCNEPCUN CMe-
wwueanun ¢ 3 Mn ataHosbHoro pacteopa DPPH. Cmecb UH-
KyGupoBanu B TeMHoTe B TedeHne 30 MuH. 3HadeHus on-
TUYECKOWM MAOTHOCTM 3amepsnm npu 517 um (UV-1800,
Schimadzu). B kayecTBe KOHTPONbHOro obpasua b1 nc-
Nosb30BaH 3TaHOJ1 BMECTO 3KCTpakTa.

BbixxnBaeMocTb npobuoTudeckux OakTepuii onpene-
nsnu nytem noceea 1 Mn cepuiiHbix passegeHuii (c 107!
no 10710) B crepunbHom 0,9% pacTBope xnopuaa HaTpus
Ha nuTaTesnbHylo cpeny rMyoOuMHHBIM MOCEBOM B YallKax
MeTtpn.

MRS arap (HiMedia, MHaous) mncnonb3oBanu ons noa-
cyeta Lactobacillus acidophilus, Lactobacillus delbrueckii
subsp. bulgaricus, Bifidobacterium longum, Bifidobacterium
bifidum, M17 arap (HiMedia, NHgua) — ona Streptococcus
thermophilus). VIHky6uposaHme nposoamnu npu 37 °C B Te-
yeHve 48 4. Propionibacterium freudenreichii subsp.
shermanii kyneTMBMpPOBaNun Ha nakratHom arape (HiMedia,
Muans) npy temnepatype 30 °C B TedeHne 96 4. MNonyyeH-
Hble pesynbTaTsl BulpaxeHsl Log,, KOE/mn. Uccneaosanns
NPOBOAWNN B COOTBETCTBUN C METOANKAMM, NPEACTABNEH-
HbiMn B TOCT 33924—201618, TOCT 33951-20161°.

Bce akcneprMeHTbl NPOBOANIINCE B TPEX MOBTOPHOCTSIX.
[laHHble Bblpaxanu kak cpeaHee 3HavyeHue * ctaHgapTHoe
OTKNoHeHne. CpaBHeHME pasninyHbIX BbIGOPOK NPOBOANIN
C NoMoLLblo NporpaMmMHoro obecneyeHns Microsoft Office
Excel. PeaynbtaThl cuntanu goctosepHbiMu npu p < 0,05.

Pe3ynbraTtbl n 06cyxaeHue/

Results and discussions

Ha nepsom aTane nccnefoBaHuin oueHUBanu n3MeHe-
HMEe aKTUBHOW KUCAOTHOCTU Npu depmeHTaummn COoeBbIX
amcnepcuii. Ha pucyHkax 1-3 npencraBneHbl faHHble 06
N3MEHEHUN aKTUBHOW KMCNOTHOCTU U TUTPYEMOI KMCNOT-
HOCTM B npouecce depmMeHTaumm pacTUTeNnbHON amcnep-
CUM 13 COWN NPU NCMONb30BAHNN PA3MINYHBIX 3aKBACOYHbIX
MWNKPOOPraHn3mMoB.

Puc. 3. IameHeHve akTVBHO KMCNOTHOCTM B Npouecce GpepmeHTaumm
pacTUTeNbHOM Aucnepcun n3 coun

Fig.3. Change in active acidity during fermentation of soybean
dispersion
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15 TOCT 26889-86 MNMpoaykTbl NuLLEBbLIE 1 BKYCOBble. OBLLME Yka3aHUs NO ONpeaeneHmnio coaepxanns azota metoaom Keenbaans. M.: CtaHoapTH@opm.

2010; 11.

16 FOCT 8756.21-89 MpoaykTsl nepepaboTki NNOAOE 1 oBoLLei. MeToas! onpeneneHus xupa. — M.: CtaHaapTuHdopm. 2010; 14,
17 Association of Officiating Analytical Chemists. Official method of Analysis. AOAC. Antioxidant Activity in Foods and Beverages. Reaction with 2,2'-Diphenyl-1-

Picrylhydrazyl (DPPH). No: 2012.04

18 FOCT 33924-2016 Monoko 1 MmonoyHas npoaykLys. MeTomsl onpenenerus Guduaobaktepuii. — seep 01.09.2017. M.: CtanpapTvHdopm. 2019; 10.
19 TOCT 33951-2016 Monoko 1 Mosio4Hast NpoayKLysi. MeTozsl onpeaenerHnsi MOIOYHOKUCITBIX MKPOOPraHnamoB. — Beeg, 01.09.2017. — M.: CTaHzapTuH-

dopm. 2016; 10.
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KncnotoHakonneHne SBASETCS O4E€Hb 3HAYUMbIM MPO-
LLleCCOoM, Npoucxoadawmm npmn depmenHtTaumm ans dopmu-
pOBaHUS BKYCO-apOMaTMYECKUX BELLeCTB B paspabatbl-
BaeMoM npopykte. I3MeHeHne TUTPYEMOW KUCNOTHOCTMU,
a Takke pH B npouecce pepMeHTauum Takke No3BONSET
KOCBEHHO cyanTb 06 aganTaumm MUKPOOPraHM3MOB K pac-
TUTENBHOM MaTpULE.

Hanbonee akTnBHO npouecc pepMeHTauum npoxoamTt
npu ucnonb3doBaHun L. bulgaricus v P. schermanii KM-186
B TeyeHue 6 4, npu 3TOM, Anana3oH U3MeHeHui pH gnsa
haHHbIX obpasuoB cocTtaBun oT 6,81-6,86 no 4,71-4,8.
MpupocTt TuTpyemoi kucnotHoctn — 0,097% mono4yHomn
kmncnoTbl n 0,076% NponMoHOBOM KNCOTbI, COOTBETCTBEH-
HO. Hanbonee onutenbHbli npouecc depmMeHTaumm Nnpouc-
xoamn npu ncnonb3oBanumn L. acidophilus 57S. CHuxeHne
3HaveHunn pH po 4,73 ona paHHbIX 06Pa3LOB NPOUCXOAM-
N0 3a 8 4, Npyn 3TOM, NPUPOCT MOJIOYHON KUCIOTbI COCTa-
Bun 0,387%.

HecmoTps Ha TO, 4TO NPOAOAXUTENLHOCTE depMeHTa-
unn ong apyrux Kynetyp coctasuna 7 4, GepMeHTUpOBaH-
Hble 06pa3sLibl Nokasann 3Ha4YUTENbHOE Pasnyine B TUTPY-
eMOoli KMCNOTHOCTU. Hambonblumini NpUpocT coaepxaHus
MOJIOYHOWM KMCNOTbI MMenn obpasubl, GepMeHTUPOBaHHbIE
B. longum B379M v S. thermophilus (0,377% v 0,438%, co-
OTBETCTBEHHO), HaMMeHbLLee 3HadveHue B. bifidum (0,252%
MOJIOYHOIM KMUCNOTbI). Pe3ynbratbl nccnegoBanmin [55] no-
Kasanu, 4to S. thermophilus v L. acidophilus ytnnnamnpo-
BaTb Caxapo3y M MNpOoAyLMpOBaTb 3HAYUTENbHOE KOJNYe-
CTBO MOJIOYHOW KNCIOTHI.

JaHHble no npupocTy 6GMoMaccbl MUKPOOPraHM3MOB
(puc. 4) nokasbliBaloT, 4TO NMpY GEepPMEHTUPOBAHMN COEBOWN
OUCnepcumn 3akBaco4YHbIMU KynbTypoii S. thermophilus He
HablOOaNNCh CTATUCTUYECKME pPasnnyuus npu noacyeTax
MMKPOOPraHM3MOB A0 1 nocne depmeHTaummn. HandonbLumi
npupocT BGuomacckl NPoaeMoHcTpupoBanu L. bulgaricus,
B. longum B379M w B. bifidum v coctasun, 0,91, 0,80 n
0,81 KOE/mn, cooTBeTcTBEHHO. B Oopyrux uccnenoBaHusx
nokasaHo, 4to S. thermophilus peMoHcTpupyeT 6oee BbiCO-
KU1 npupocT 6romaccsl, Yem L. delbrueckii ssp. bulgaricus
B npouecce depmeHTauum [56]. Takum 06pasom, pocT Npo-
BMOTMYECKNX MUKPOOPraHN3MOB 3aBUCUT HE TOJIbKO OT CMo-
COBHOCTM NPOBUOTUHECKMX MUKPOOPTraHM3MOB K MPOTeon-
3y, HO 1 OT LWTaMMa MMKPOOpraHnamos [57].

Mo>XHO NPeanonoXuTb, YTo BGnarogapst HaNMYMKO NONKU-
(hEHOJI0B 1 COCTaBy COEBOro 6esika, COEBOE MOJIOKO SBJISI-
eTcs NoaAxoAsmM cybcTpaTom Asis pocTa 3TUX MUKPOOP-
raHn3mos [58].

LUtamm P. schermanii KM-186 Taikxe nokasan He3Ha-
YUTENbHBIA NPUPOCT BMOMACChl MUKPOOPraHM3MOB B MpPO-
uecce depMeHTauuun, YTo, BOSMOXHO, CBA3AHO C ero He-
[OCTaTO4YHOM CMOCOOHOCTLIO YTUAN3UPOBAaTb WUCTOYHUKM
yrnepoga nnu a3ota B COeBOM ancnepcum. BoamoxHo, ana
P. schermanii KM-186 HeobxoanmMble nuTaTesNbHble Belle-
CTBa HaxoAsTCs B TPyAHOYyCBOSeMOn popMe mnu B Hego-
CTaTO4HOM Konun4yecTBe. Takum 00pas3omM poCT LWTamma
OrpaHn4eH AOCTYNHOCTbIO NMUTaTenbHbIX BewecTs. lMpea-
MOJIOKEHME OCHOBAHO Ha TOM, YTO MMUKPOOPraHM3MbI
Proponibacterium freudenreichii subsp. shermanii 06bl4HO
MCNONb3YOTCA COBMECTHO C MOMIOYHOKMCbIMU BakTepus-
MW, Tak Kak nocnegHue moryt obecneuntb P. schermanii
HeobxoaAnMMbIM HebenkoBbLIM a30TOM 3a CYeT CBOEeW Mpo-
TENNTUYECKONM aKTUBHOCTU, a TakKe€ MOSTIOYHOW KNCOTOM U
OpyrumMin yrnesoaamu, HeobXxoaMMbIMU A1t 3HAYNTENIbHOIO
npupocTta 6ruomMacchl.

Kak otmeyaet [59] P. freudenreichii CIRM-BIA 129 Tak-
Xe He nposiBNsieT CnocobHOCTb K POCTY B COEBOM MOJIO-
K€, HO POCT NPOUCXOAMI NPU BHECEHMW O0MNOSHUTENBHOMN
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Puc. 4. MpupocT 6romacchl NpobUOTUHECKMX MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB B
npouecce depmeHTaumm coesoi aucnepcuu, Ig(KOE/mn)

Fig.4. Increase in biomass of probiotic microorganisms during
fermentation of soybean dispersion, Ig(CFU/ml)
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Puc. 5. VI3meHeHne aHTMOKCUAAHTHOW akTUBHOCTM (PEPMEHTMPOBAH-
HOW COEBOI AMCNepcumn B NpoLecce xpaHeHus, %

Fig. 5. Change in antioxidant activity of fermented soy dispersion
during storage, %
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KynbTypbl L. plantarum, koTopas cnocobHa BbiICBOOOXAaTb
HeobXoAVMble aMUHOKUCIOTLI U3 COEBOrO Beska.

PesynbTaThl nccnenoBaHnii USMeHeHns aHTUOKCUAAHT-
HOW aKTMBHOCTWN COEBbIX ANCNEPCUIA A0 U nocne GepMeH-
Taumun, a TaKkxe B npouecce xpaHeHus (puc. 4) nokasa-
NN, 4TO HanbosblIEe YBENMYEHNE JAHHOro nokasartens B
1 pneHb npoaemMoHcTpupoBann obpasubl, GepMeHTMpPOo-
BaHHble Lb. bulgaricus (49,53%) n P. shermanii KM-186
(49,02%), no cpaBHEHUIO C HEDEPMEHTUPOBAHHOW Coe-
Bo amcnepcuenn (39,01%), coxpaHmBline cTabuibHble
3HAYeHMs Ha NPOTSXKEHMN OBYXHEAENIbHOrO XpaHeHus, Nno
CpaBHEHWIo ¢ ApyruMmn obpasuamMv. HammeHbLLylo aHTu-
OKCUOAHTHYIO aKTUBHOCTb Nnocne pepMeHTaLnm NposiBuIn
L. acidophilus 57S n S. thermophilus (41,44% vn 42,77, co-
OTBETCTBEHHO).

LWramm L. acidophilus 57S nokasan ctabunbHble 3Ha-
YyeHust B nNpouecce xpaHeHus 0o 12 OHsA, B TO Xe Bpems
S. thermophilus nokasan He3HaYUTENbHOE YBENNYEHNE aH-
TUOKCMOAHTHOM akTUBHOCTM Ha 8% Ha NpOTSXEeHUW cpoka
xpaHeHus. [MoBblleHNe aHTUOKCUAOAHTHOW akTUBHOCTU B
depMeHTUPOBaHHBLIX NPOAYKTAaX HA OCHOBE COeBbix 60O0B
MOXET MPOUCXOOUTb 3a CYET YBESIMYEHUS KOHLLeHTpaumm
OMOKOHBEPTMPOBAHHbIX N30 IABOHOBLIX arfIMkOHOB B MPO-
uecce depmeHTaumm [60].
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BbiBogbl/Conclusions

B HacToawem uccnepoBaHuu ObiNM U3YyYeHbl Mep-
CMNeKTMBbI MCMNONb30BAHMSA COEBbIX AUCMNEPCUN B Kaye-
CTBE OCHOBHOro cybctpaTta ansa gpepMeHTauum wram-
Mamu OGaktepuii Lactobacillus, Bifidobacterium wn
Propionibacterium.

Bbino nokasaHo, 4TO MPOAO/IKUTENBHOCTL pepmeHTa-
MM 3aBUCUT OT poaa 1 LuTamma 6akTepuin n coctasnsieT oT
6 no 8 yacos.

B uenom, Bce BbiGpaHHbIE MUKPOOPraHW3Mbl aganTu-
pPOBaNCb K PaCTUTENBHOMY ChIpbiO B Npouecce pepMeH-
Tauum, HO HambonblMA NPUPOCT Guomacckl ObiN BbISB-
NleH npu ucnone3oBaHuun L. bulgaricus, B. longum B379M

Bce aBTOpbl HECYT OTBETCTBEHHOCTL 3a PaboTy U NPeaCTaBleHHbIe
OaHHble.

Bce aBTOpbl BHECNWN PaBHbIV BKNIAA B paboTy.

ABTOpbI B paBHOW CTENEHU MPUHMMAIN y4acTe B HanmcaHum
PYKOMUCK 1 HECYT PaBHYIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a niarnart.

ABTOPbI 0GBLABUAN 06 OTCYTCTBUM KOHMDINKTA MHTEPECOB.
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Taknm 06pas3om, nokasaHa NepcrneKkTUBHOCTb UCMOJb-
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