OPUTUHANDBHbIE CTATBY | BUOTEXHONOTA ORIGINAL ARTICLES | BIOTECHNOLOGY
DOI: 10.29326/2304-196X-2022-11-3-262-267
YIIK 619:579.887.111:576.535:57.082.26 (cc)

ONTUMKU3aLmMA COCTaBa NUTATENbHOI Cpebl U U3yuyeHue CTaaui
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PE3IOME

Mycoplasma bovis aBnaeTca opHUM U3 Bo36yAuTENeil MIUKONNA3M030B KPYMHOr0 POraToro CK0Ta, Bbi3bIBAIOLLMM pecninpaTopHble 6onesHu, MacTut, apTput
11 KePaTOKOHBIOHKTUBUT. B (TaTbe NpefcTaBeHbl pe3yNbraThl UCCNeL0BAHINA N0 ONTUMU3aLMU KOMNOHEHTHOTO COCTaBa NUTaTeNbHOI cpefbl ANA KyNbTUBM-
poBaHua n3onata «Kanyra 2020» Mycoplasma bovis, a Takxe U3yueHus CTauil pocta Bo36yautena. [lns onpefeneHina akTUBHOCTU MUKOMIA3M MCTIONb30BAN
METOZ U3MepeHIA LiBETON3MEHSAIOLLNX eANHULL 1 KyNbTYpanbHbIil METOZ C NOACYETOM KONOHNeo6pasyloLLnx eAnHuL,. YCTaHOBNEHO, UTO NPY KyNbTUBMPOBAHMN
B ONTMMM3MPOBAHHOIA NUTaTeNbHO Cpefie Ha 0CHOBE MOANPULIMPOBAHHOTO ByNboHa XelihnnKka MUKpOOPraHn3m BCTynaeT B Gasy norapudmuyeckoro pocta no
CTeYEHUN NepBbIX 24 4 pocTa, Yepes 72 Y KynbTypa MUKOMIA3M NepPexoANT B CTabuabHbII Nepuog, a yepes 84 u peructpupyetca gasa cnaga. Bamanue npo-
LIeHTHOT0 COAepMaHINA FI0KO3bl, CBEXEro APOXKeBOro IKCTPaKTa U CbIBOPOTKY KPOBM NIOLIAAVN B NUTaTeNbHOM Cpefie Ha HakonneHue nonata «Kanyra 2020»
Mycaplasma bovis oueHMBanu ¢ ncNonb3oBaHNeM MeTOAA «OANH GaKTop 3a pa3». bbino ycTaHOBNEHO, UTO HanboNbLLee BAUAHME HA HAKOMNEHUE MUKOMTa3M
0Ka3blBaso CofiepXaHue B NUTaTeNbHOIT cpefie Takux GakTopoB POCTa, KaK CBEX Wil APOMOKEBOIl KCTPAKT U CbIBOPOTKA KPoBU Nowwaay (p < 0,05), B To Bpema
KaK U3MeHeHue KonuyecTBa MioKo3bl He cTumynupoBano poct Mycoplasma bovis. B pe3ynbTate npoBeseHHbIX UCCNef0BaHII ONpeeneH NOAXOAALLMI COCTaB
11 nofo6paHo onTUManbHoe cofiepaHue GakTopoB pocTa B cpese ANA KynbTuBMpoBaHua u3onata «Kanyra 2020» Mycoplasma bovis: 12,5% caexero Apox«esoro
IKCTPaKTa 1 25% CbIBOPOTKI KpoBY NloLwaau. TpumeHeHre onTUMU3MPOBAHHOI NUTATeNbHOM Cpeabl Ha 0CHOBe MoANdULMPOBaHHOTO OynboHa Xeilpninka no-
3BONMNO YBENMYUTD HaKOMJIEHMe BoMacchl MUKONAa3M B 5 pa3 (3,98 x 107 KOE/mn) no cpaBHeHMto co cTaHpapTHoiA cpegoii (0,79 X 10° KOE/mn).

Kniouesble cnosa: Mycoplasma bovis, kpynHbiii poratblii ckoT, u3onat «Kanyra 2020», onTUMMU3aLms, nutaTenbHble Cpeabl, KONOHUeobpasytLune egnHu-
Ul (KOE), usetonsmenatowas egunuua (LIME), 6uonornyeckas akTMBHOCTb
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SUMMARY

Mycaplasma bovis is considered one of bovine mycoplasmosis pathogens responsible for respiratory diseases, mastitis, arthritis and keratoconjunctivitis. The paper
presents results of the study on optimizing the component composition of the culture medium for Mycoplasma bovis “Kaluga 2020” isolate, as well as the study of
this pathogen’s growth stages. The color-changing units assay and the culture method combined with colony-forming unit quantification were used for determi-
nation of Mycaplasma activity. It was found that when cultured in an optimized nutrient medium based on modified Hayflick broth, the microorganism enters a
logarithmic growth phase after first 24 hours of growth, in 72 hours the Mycoplasma culture enters a stability phase, and a decline phase is recorded in 84 hours.
The effect of percentage content of glucose, fresh yeast extract and horse serum in the nutrient medium on accumulation of Mycoplasma bovis “Kaluga 2020 isolate
was evaluated using the one-factor-at-a-time approach. It was found that the greatest effect on Mycoplasma accumulation was exerted by such growth factors
as fresh yeast extract and horse serum in the nutrient medium (p < 0.05), while changes in the amount of glucose did not stimulate Mycoplasma bovis growth.
Based on results of the conducted studies, the appropriate composition was determined and the optimal content of growth factors in the medium for culturing
Mycoplasma bovis “Kaluga 2020" isolate was selected: 12.5% of fresh yeast extract and 25% of horse serum. The use of the optimized nutrient medium based on
modified Hayflick broth allowed 5-fold increase in accumulation of Mycoplasma biomass (3.98 x 10° CFU/ml) compared to the standard medium (0.79 x 10° CFU/ml).

Keywords: Mycoplasma bovis, cattle, “Kaluga 2020 isolate, optimization, nutrient media, colony-forming units (CFU), color-changing unit (CCU), biological activity

For citation: Abed Alhussen M., Nesterov A. A., Sprygin A. V., Shumilova l. N., Bryantseva M. S., Byadovskaya 0. P. Optimization of medium composition and study

of growth stages of Mycoplasma bovis “Kaluga 2020" isolate. Veterinary Science Today. 2022; 11 (3): 262—267. DOI: 10.29326/2304-196X-2022-11-3-262-267.

Conflict of interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

For correspondence: Mohammad Abed Alhussen, Post-Graduate Student, Department of Veterinary Medicine, Agrarian and Technological Institute, People’s
Friendship University of Russia (RUDN University), 117198, Russia, Moscow, ul. Miklukho-Maklay, 6, e-mail: alhussenmohammed85@hotmail.com.

BBEAEHWE

Bo3byaunTtenb MnKonnasmMo3oB KPYMHOro poraTtoro
ckoTa — Mycoplasma bovis (M. bovis) — wunpoko pacnpo-
CTpaHeH BO BCeM Mupe, B TOM umncne B Poccuickon Mepne-
pauuu [1, 2]. JaHHbIA NnaToreH ABAAETCA OLHMM U3 3TUO-
NOrMYECKMX areHTOB PeCcnMpaTopHbIX 6onesHel KpynHoro
poraToro CKOTa, OH TaK»Ke Bbl3bIBaeT Takue 3aboneBaHus,
KaK MacTUT, apTPUT U KEPAaTOKOHBIOHKTUBNT [3, 4].

Bnepsble M. bovis 6bina BbigeneHa B CLIA B 1961 1.
OT KPYMHOro poratoro ckota c Taxenon ¢opmoin macTu-
Ta [5, 6]. CunTaetcs, uto Ha gonto M. bovis npuxoguTca ot
YeTBepTM A0 TPETM BCEX IKOHOMMYECKUX MOTEPb OT pecnu-
paTOpHbIX 3a60N1IeBaHWIN B >KMBOTHOBOACTBE [7].

JlabopaTopHas fMarHOCTKa MYKOMIa3MO30B KPYMHO-
ro poraToro CKOTa BKJIIOUaeT KyJibTypaJibHble, ceponormye-
CKre 1 MONeKynAapHble MeToAabl nccnegosaHus [8, 91. Mpu
3TOM BblJienieHne Bo30yanTensa nyTem KynbTYBUPOBaHNA
Ha NUTaTeNbHbIX Cpefax — OAWH 13 CaMbIX HaAEXHbIX METO-
[I0B ANAarHOCTUKM 3aboneBaHus. B HacTosLee Bpema ana
KyNnbTMBMpPOBaHUA M. bovis lUMPOKO UCMONb3YIoT pasnny-
Hble BUbl NUTATeNbHbIX cpef, B TOM umncsie Xendnumka [10],
mopnduumposanHbii PPLO [11], Eaton’s [12] n gpyrue.

OnTumMmU3auma cocTaBa NUTaTeNbHON Cpefbl ABNAETCA
OAHVM 13 Ba)KHEMNLLNX acreKTOB AJA YCOBEPLUEHCTBOBA-
HUA TEXHONOIUU KyNbTUBUPOBAHNA MUKOMa3M, B TOM
yncne 1 Npu NPOBELEHUN ANATHOCTUYECKUX UCCeno-
BaHWU meToaoM BbigeneHua [13]. MNpu 3TOM CNOXHOCTb
KOMMOHEHTHOIO COCTaBa NUTaTeNIbHbIX Cpef U ANnUTeNb-
HbI1 Mepuog pocTa MUKOMIa3M 06yClIOBNIMBAEeT HEOOXO-
OMMOCTb NPOoBeAeHNA MHOMO3TanHbIX uccnegoBaHnia [14].

OnpepeneHrie CKOPOCTN POCTa U aKTUBHOCTU MUKO-
niasm NPOBOAAT HECKONbKMMUN METOAaMM: U3MEPEHNEM
uBeTonsmeHsawwmx eguHmy (LLME), nogcuetom KonoHune-
obpasyowux eguHuy (KOE), usmepeHrem myTHOCTH,
BOCCTaHOBJIEHUEM cofell TeTpasonusa fo GpopmasaHa,

onpepenieHMeM KNeToUHbIX KOHLEHTPaLMIN afeHO3UHTPY-
docdata (ATD) c NOMOLLbIO IIOMUHOMETPUM NIOLNbEPUH-
noundepasbl u gp. [15].

Llenblo nccnenoBaHmaA ABUIIOCh U3yYeHME JUHAMUKN
pocta M. bovis npu KynbTVBMPOBaHWUY in Vvitro n onTu-
MM13aLMA KOMMOHEHTHOrO COCTaBa NUTaTeNlbHOW cpeabl
Xendnuka.

MATEPWAJIbI U METOAbI

M3onam. B pabote ncnonb3osanv nsonAat «Kanyra 2020»
M. bovis, BbigeneHHbi B 2020 1. n3 npo6 bronornyeckoro
MaTepwrana, 0TobpaHHbIX OT TENAT C KIUHUYECKUMI Npu-
3HaKaMK pecnupaTopHol natonorun. MageHtndurkaumo
nsonata M. bovis NpoBOAMAN METOAOM MONMMEPa3HOMN
LiernHon peakunn B peasibHOM BPEMEHN.

MumameneHvle cpedsbl. B KauecTBe CTaHOAPTHOM »XUa-
KOW MUTaTeNbHOMN CpeAbl NCMnonb3oBany MoanduLmpo-
BaHHbIN 6ynboH Xeldnuka [16]. ina ero npurotoBneHus
npumenann BBL™ Mycoplasma Broth Base (BD, CLUA).
OcHoy 6ynboHa BBL™ Mycoplasma B Konuuectse 20 r
pactBopAnu B 1 1 AUCTUANIMPOBAHHOW BOAbI, TLWATENBHO
nepemeLuvBan n CTepuM3oBany aBTOKNaBUPOBaHNEM
npu Temnepatype (121 + 0,5) °C B TeueHne 15 MuH, no-
cne yero oxnaxganu go (50 = 2) °C. Ha 100 mn cpegnbl fo-
6aBnany 20 M HEHArpeTol CbIBOPOTKM KPOBM foLaaun,
0,5 mn 40%-ro pacteopa rnoko3bl, 10 mn ceexero 25%-ro
pacTBopa [poXKeBOoro sKcTpakTa, 1,5 mn 0,5%-ro pactso-
pa ¢eHonoBoro KpacHoro, 1 Mn pactBopa NeHULUINNHA
(200 000 El/mn) 1 0,04 mn 10%-ro pacTBopa aueTaTa Ta-
nusa. MNapameTp pH rotoBoro 6ynboHa gosoawnu go 7,8 en.
c nomouypbto 1,0 M pacteopa NaOH.

[Ina npuroToBneHnAa TBEPAOW NUTaTeNbHON cpepbl
K MmoauduumpoBaHHOMY 6ynboHy Xendnuka gobasnanu
6,7 T arapa Bacto™ Agar (BD, CLUA). Mocne aBTOKNaBu-
poBaHua nonydabpukaT oxnaxpanu o Temnepartypbl
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Puc. 1. 3-cymoyHaa kynemypa M. bovis Ha meepdoti
numamesbHoU cpede (ysenuyeHue 20X)

Fig. 1. 3-day-old M. bovis culture grown in solid nutrient
medium (magpnification 20x)

(50 %+ 2) °C, nocne yero BHOCUNN AOMOJTHUTENIbHbIE KOMIO-
HeHTbI Cpefbl COrNMacHO OMMCaHHON Bbiwe nponucu. Mog-
rOTOBJIEHHYIO NUTATENbHYI0 Cpefly pa3/vBany no Yalkam
MeTpwu, oxnaxganu Ao NONHOro 3aTBepAEBaHNA Y XPaHUIN
npv Temnepatype (4 £ 2) °C.

Onpedenerue akmugHocmu usonama «Kanyza 2020»
M. bovis. ina onpefeneHnsa akTUBHOCTA MUKOMa3M 1C-
nonb3oBanu metofbl nsmepenna LIVE n KynbtypanbHbin
c noacyetom KOE. B coneBom pactBope XeHKca rotoBu-
NN PARA AECATUKPATHDIX NMOC/IefoBaTeNbHbIX pa3BefeHni
cycneHsuu, cogeprkaliern nsonar «Kanyra 2020» M. bovis
(10"-107%). Mo 10 MKN MAKPOBHOI CyCneH3nn 13 Kaxxgoro
pa3BefieHNA BbiCeBaNN Ha NMOBEPXHOCTb TBEPAOW NuUTa-
TeNIbHON Cpefibl B TPeX NOBTOPHOCTAX. oceBbl KyNbTu-
BMpOBanu B TepmocTaTte npu Temnepatype (37 £ 0,5) °C
B npucyTcTBun 5% CO, B TeUeHre 9 CyT. YueT pesynbTatos
TUTPOBaHMWA MPOBOAWNV MyTeM NOACYETa KONMYeCTBa OAU-
HOUHbIX KOSIOHUI, BblCUMTbIBaA cpefHee Konnyectso KOE
B 10 MKN HanbornbLIero passefieHns CyCneH3nm, B KOTO-
pom Habnofanca poct KonoHun M. bovis. MonyyeHHbI pe-
3ynbTaT UCNONb30Bany AnA BblumcneHns konnyectsa KOE
B T M1 ICXOAHOW CYCMeH3MN NCMbITYyeMOoro matepumana.

OueHKy akTMBHOCTY n3onATa «Kanyra 2020» M. bovis
C UCMoNb30BaHNeM MeToja U3MePeHUA LiBETON3MEHSA-

Puc. 2. 4-cymoyHaa kynemypa M. bovis Ha meepdoti
numamesibHoU cpede (ysenuydeHue 40x)

Fig. 2. 4-day-old M. bovis culture grown in solid nutrient
medium (magpnification 40x)

towmx eauHny [17, 18] npoBoannn B 96-nyHOUHbIX Kynb-
TypanbHbIX NiaHwWweTax. B nepBbix NyHKax nnaHweTa cme-
wrBanu 20 MKN ncxopHom cycneHsum M. bovis co 180 Mkn
mMogmnduLmpoBaHHoro 6ynboHa Xendnnka ¢ peHonoBbIM
KpacHbIM, lanee NpUroToBUIN cepum fecATUKPATHbIX pas-
BeAeHU nccnegyemornt cycneHsmm (107-101). B kauecTse
KOHTPONA NUTaTeNbHON Cpefibl NCMONIb30Bany yHKM 6e3
nobasneHua M. bovis. MnaHweTbl MHKYOMPOBaNU Npu Tem-
nepatype (37 £ 0,5) °C B npucyTctBum 5% CO, B TeueHve
14 cyT. HakonneHve npopyktoB Metabonumama M. bovis
NPVBOANT K CMeLLeHnto pH B KNCY0 CTOPOHY, UTO Bbl3bl-
BaeT U3MeHeHMe LiBeTa MHAMKATopa C KPacHOro Ha Xen-
TbI. YYeT n3MeHeHMA LBeTa NUTaTeNbHOW Cpefbl 1 onpe-
LleneHue akTMBHOCTN M. bovis B KynbTypanbHOW CycrieH3um
NPOBOAWNN Kaxable 24 u.

KoHueHTpauumtio B LIVE/mn (TnTp) onpepenany Kak mak-
CcuManbHoe pa3BefeHue cogepatleit M. bovis cycneHsun,
B KOTOPOM Habnoganochb n3meHeHwve useta [19].

KoHTponb pH cpeabl nposoavnu ¢ nomotybto pH-meTpa
COrMacHO MHCTPYKLMM MO 3KCMyaTaumm nprubopa.

Cmamucmuyeckut aHanus. Ana aHanusa skcneprMeH-
TallbHbIX JaHHbIX Mcnonb3oBany nporpammy Minitab/Sta-
tistics (Bepcma 19.1, CLLUA). NMonyyeHHble pe3ynbraTbl 6binn
onpepfeneHbl Kak foctoBepHble (p < 0,05).

Tabnuua 1 rpagvieHT N3MeHeHNVA LBeTa NUTaTeSIbHOW cpefbl
Koppensauusa 6uonoruyeckoit aktusHoctu M. bovis n 3uauenun LIUE X
Table 1 5 10
Correlation between M. bovis biological activity and CCU value ‘8 9
8
Bpems buonornyeckas Y 7
KybTUBUpO- M3Met::;iluse” aKTMBHOCTb MUKONNZ3M 3.
BaHA, 4 Ig KOE/mn | Ig LIUE/mn E 5
S 4
. E
2 CKPACHOO Ha KpacHo 70 50 74 z ,
OpaHXeBblii Y
3 2
: I
7 CKpaCHO-0paHXeBoro 89 100 72 3
Ha 0paHeBblii Io
2 o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 Mn
9% C OPaHXeBoro 80 90 71 Bpema (cyTkn)
Ha opaH:eBo-XKenTbiil ' ! ! Puc. 3. ®assi pocma u HakonneHue uzonama «Kanyza 2020» M. bovis npu
Ky/lbmuguposaHuu 8 MoougpuyuposaHHom byboHe Xeligpnuka
C OPaHKEBO-XKENTOro } . . ;
168 Ha Kbl 6,4 4,0 68 Fig. 3. Growth phases and accumulation of M. bovis “Kaluga 2020 isolate
when cultivated in modified Hayflick broth
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Puc. 4. BnusiHue pasnuy4Hsix KOMNoHeHMo8 numamesbHol cpedbl Ha HakoneHue uzonama «Kaayea 2020» M. bovis

Fig. 4. Effect of various components of nutrient medium on accumulation of M. bovis “Kaluga 2020” isolate

PE3YJIbTATbI UCCIEAOBAHUA

Mpu kKynbTUBMpPOBaHUU M. bovis Ha TBeppon moandu-
LMpoBaHHON cpefe Xendnuka Habnwgann ¢opmupo-
BaHVe KOJIOHUIN C HEPOBHbIMY KPasMn 1N NPUNOAHATON
B BUie COCKa CEpefMHON, YTO NPUAAET UM BUA «INYHULbI-
rnasyHbu» (puc. 1, 2).

OnpedeneHue ¢a3z pocma u 8pemeHU MAKkcumMaabHO20
HakonseHusa uzonama «Kanyza 2020» M. bovis npu Kysb-
mueupogaHuu 8 ModuguyuposaHHom 6ynboHe Xelighauka.
KynbTtuBmpoBaHue nsondata «Kanyra 2020» M. bovis npo-
Boaunu npu Temnepatype (37 £ 0,5) °C B TeueHue 10 cyT,
npwv 3TOM Kaxple 24 4 oT6mpany Npobbl KynbTypanbHON
CYCMeH3nn 1 U3yyanu akTuBHOCTb M. bovis meTogamu
TuTpoBaHusa ¢ noacyetom KOE (KynbTypanbHbi cnocob)
1 onpepenieHns LBETOU3MEHAIOWMX efnHNL,. Pe3ynbTaTbl
nccnefoBaHMA Nokasanu, YTo KynbTypa nsonarta «Kany-
ra 2020» Bxoguna B norapupmuyeckyto dpasy pocta rno-
cne 24 4 KynbTUBMPOBAHNA M MAaKCUMalbHbI YPOBEHb
HaKomnnaeHns 61MoMaccbl MUKOMIa3M PerncTpupoBanu
K 72 4, nocne yero HacTynana dasa cnaga co CHXeHreM
61onorMyeckor akTMBHOCTY KynbTMBUPYEMOro MaTepu-
ana (puc. 3).

Koppenayua 3HadyeHul 6uosiozuyeckol akmugHocmu
MUKoNIasm, onpedesieHHbIX MemoOOM 8biA8/IeHUA yae-
MOoU3MeHAIUWUX eOUHUY U KyJlbmypasbHbIM cCNOCO6OM.
AHanu3 nosny4YeHHbIX pe3ynbTaToB MoKasaJs, YTo MaKCu-
MafibHOe HaKonaeHne n3onaTa Habnoaanocb Ha 72- Y
KynbTBrpoBaHua (8,9 Ig KOE/mn). Yka3aHHoe 3HaueHune
KOHLIEHTPaLMN MUKOMJIa3M KOPPENTMPOBao C N3MEeHeHN-
em uBeTa nutaTtenbHon cpegbl (10 Ig LIME/mn), uto cooTtBeT-
CTBOBaJO Nokasatento pH, pasHomy 7,2. Mpun 6onee ann-
TeNIbHOM KyJIbTMBMPOBAHNMN PErMcTpUpoOBany CH/XeHre
6100rMYecKon akTBHOCTIN KyNbTypanbHOro MaTtepurana
[0 6,4 |g KOE/Mn, 4TO 6bIN10 CONOCTAaBMMO C KOHLIEHTpaL K-
el MMKpoopraHn3mos, pasHol 4 Ig LIVE/mn (Tabn. 1).

OnpedeneHue onmumasneHo20 cOcmMasa numamesnoHol
cpedsl 018 KynbmusupogaHus usonama «Kanyza 2020»
M. bovis. Ha nepBom 3Tane paboTbl ycTaHaBnVBanu Hau-
60nee 3HauUVMble AnA HakoneHus nsonaTa «Kanyra 2020»
M. bovis KOMNOHeHTbI MOgUULMPOBAHHON cpepabl Xeld-
nuka. MiccnegoBaHna NpoBoAUAN NyTeM M3MEHEHWA CTaH-
[apTHOro CcoCTaBa cpefbl MO TPeM KOMMOHEHTaM: II0K033,
CBEXNI APOXKEBOW SKCTPAKT 1 CbIBOPOTKA KPOBM JOLLIA-
awn. MNpu 3ToM B KaxxZow cepun onbITOB U3MEHANMN NPO-
LileHTHOE CcofiepKaHue TOSIbKO OJHOrO 13 TPeX KOMMOHEeH-
TOB MPW COXPaHEeHUN CTaHJAPTHbIX NapaMeTPoB APYruX
dakTopoB pocTa.

[na onpepeneHuAa BAVMAHWA MIOKO3bl Ha pocT M. bo-
vis nCnonb3oBanu NuTaTeNbHyo cpefy C cofepkaHnem

Tabnuuya 2

Bnuanue coctaBa nuTaTeNbHbIX Cpep Ha HaKonJieHue n3onATa

«Kanyra 2020» M. bovis
Table 2

Effect of nutrient medium composition on accumulation
of M. bovis “Kaluga 2020” isolate

Conep»(aﬂme nceneayembiX KOMMNOHEHTOB

Homep Ig KOE/
1 50 10 7,80
2 75 10 7,90
3 10,0 10 8,00
4 12,5 10 8,20
5 15,0 10 7,90
6 50 15 7,70
7 75 15 7,90
8 10,0 15 8,00
9 12,5 15 8,20
10 15,0 15 7,80
n 50 20 7,70
12 75 20 7,90
13 10,0 20 8,10
14 12,5 20 8,00
15 15,0 20 7,80
16 50 25 8,10
17 75 25 7,90
18 10,0 25 8,00
19 12,5 25 9,60
20 15,0 25 7,79
21 50 30 7,50
22 75 30 7,85
23 10,0 30 8,00
24 12,5 30 7,80
25 15,0 30 7,60
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Puc. 5. AkmusHocme uzonama «Kasnyza 2020» M. bovis
Npu Kysemueupo8aHuu 8 C(maHoapmHoul U onmumu3upo8aHHouU
numamesnsHoU cpede Xelihauka

Fig. 5. Activity of M. bovis “Kaluga 2020” isolate when cultivated
in standard and optimized Hayflick medium
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LAHHOro KoMmnoHeHTa B Konuyectse 0,25; 0,50; 0,75; 1,00;
1,25%, cBeXero fpoX»KeBoro sakcTpakTa — 5,0; 7,5; 10,0;
12,5; 15,0%, cbiBOpOTKM KpoBu nowaam — 10, 15, 20, 25,
30%. KOHTpOb N3MeHeHUs 6MONTOrMYECKON aKTUBHOCTH
MMKoMna3m nposogunu nytem nogcyeta KOE metogom
TUTPOBAHKA.

MonyueHHble pe3ynbTaTbl MOKasanu, YTo Hanbonbluee
3HaueHuWe AnA HakonneHua M. bovis nmeeT cogepxaHue
B NMuUTaTeNbHOW cpefe ABYyX GaKTOPOB poCTa: CBEXKEro
L POX>KeBOr0 SKCTPAKTa M CbIBOPOTKM KPOBU NOLLIAAN, B TO
BPEeMsA Kak [/1l0KO3a He OKa3blBaeT 3HaYUTENbHOrO BAUA-
HuA (purc. 4).

BbiABMB Hambonee 3HauMMble paKTOpbl pocTa NuTa-
TeNIbHO cpefbl, Heo6xoAMMO Oblfo onpeaennTb UX ONTH-
MajnibHOe COOTHOLLEeHMe. [1nA 3TOro NpoBenn NCnbiTaHNA
25 3KCneprMeHTasTbHbIX MUTaTeNTbHbIX Cpef C Pa3INYHbIM
KONMYEeCTBOM YKa3aHHbIX KOMMNOHEHTOB. HakonneHue
M. bovis onpenenanu MeTOAOM TUTPOBaHUA 1 BblpaXKkanu
B Ig KOE/mn.

CornacHo faHHbIM Tabnuubl 2, MakKcMManbHaa akK-
TMBHOCTb M. bovis (9,60 Ig KOE/mn) Habniogaetca npu
KynbTVBUPOBAHMMN B NUTATENbHON Cpefe, copepalien
12,5% cBexero ApoX>KeBoro sKCcTpakTa n 25% cbiBOpPOT-
K KPOBW NTOLLAAN.

MonyyeHHble pe3ynbTaTbl NOATBEPKAAOTCA AAHHBIMU
n3MeHeHnA 61MONorMYeckon akTMBHOCTY n3onaTa «Kany-
ra 2020» M. bovis npu KynbTBMPOBaHWY B CTaHAAPTHOM
N ONTMMU3MPOBAHHOW NuTaTesibHON cpepe Xendpnu-
Ka (puc. 5).

Brionornuyeckas akTBHOCTb M. bovis npu KynbTUBHPO-
BaHVM B ONTMMU3NPOBaAHHOW Cpefie B CpeiHeEM COCTaBNA-
na 3,98 x 10°KOE/mn, uto B 5 pa3 6onblue, Yem Npu KynbTr-
BMPOBAHMW B CTaHAAPTHOW NuTaTesibHON cpeae Xendnmka
(0,79 x 10° KOE/mn).

OBCYXAEHUE

Ha ocHoBaHUM pe3ynbTaToB NPOBEAEHHbIX NCCNIE[0Ba-
HUI MOXKHO 3aK/I0UNTb, UTO CYLLECTBYET CBA3b Mexay da-
301 pOCTa, HakonaeHnem Mmmkonnasm, nokasatenem KOE
1 uBeTom nuTaTenbHon cpenbl (LIE).

Mepexop OT KpaCHOro K OpaHXeBOMY COOTBETCTBOBAJ
baze 3KCMoHeHUManbHOro pocTa MMKOMIasm, a Npu AOCTY-
»KEeHMM poCTOBOro NMrKa Habnloaanoch N3MeHeHve LBeTa
cpefbl C KpacHO-OpaH»KeBOro Ha opaH»keBbli. [pun fanb-
HelleM KynbTVBUPOBaHWY LBET cpelbl MocnefoBaTesb-
HO M3MEHANCA [O OPAHXKEBO-KENTOrO U XeNToro, YTo Co-
oTBeTCTBOBasO dasze cnafa B pesynbraTe NU3mMca KNeTok
N UCTOLLEHUA BHYTPUKNeTouHoro 3anaca AT®. NMogobHble
pe3ynbTaTbl NOATBEPXKAAIOTCA AaHHBIMU, ONY6NMKOBaHHbI-
MV 3apy6exxHbIMK Konneramu [15, 20].

M3BeCTHO, UTO KyNbTUBMPOBAHME MUKOMIA3M — Mpo-
uecc Tpygoemkun [18] n nonck onTMmanbHbIX cpef ana
nonyyYeHnsa KauyeCcTBeHHOro b1onormyeckoro matepuana
HAaHHbIX MUKPOOPraHM3MOB MMeET aKkTyallbHOe 3HaueHwue,
B TOM uumcne 1 AnA Npoun3BOACTBa CPeAcTs cneunduye-
CKOWM MMYHOMPOGUNAKTUKN MUKOMNa3mo308 [21].

YCTaHOBNEHO He3HauyuTeNbHOe BAWAHUE [IOKO3bl
Ha pocT 1 HakonneHue M. bovis, uTo cornacyeTcs ¢ nuTe-
paTypHbIMU AaHHbIMK [22, 23].

MprmeHeHVe oNTUMKM3NPOBAHHONM NUTATENbHON Cpe-
Abl Ha OCHOBE MOANPULMPOBaHHOTO 6ynboHa Xendpnuka,
copepxallen 12,5% cBexero fpoXK»KeBOro 3KCTpakTa
1 25% CbIBOPOTKM KPOBM NOLWWaAu, NO3BONIIO YBENNUUTD
HakonneHue mnsonsaTta «Kanyra 2020» M. bovis 8 5 pa3
(3,98 x 10° KOE/mn) no cpaBHeHWIO CO CTaHJAPTHON cpe-
poi (0,79 x 10° KOE/mn). Pe3ynbTaTbl, NonyyYeHHble npu
npoBefeHN aHaNOrMYHbIX NCCNe[oBaHWI NO ONTUMK3a-
LMy coCTaBa NuTaTeNbHOW Cpefbl ANA KyNbTUBMPOBAHUA
M. hyopneumoniae, CBUAETENBCTBYIOT TOJIbKO O TPEXKpaT-
HOM YBeIYeHNN HaKOMEeHMA MUKOMJIa3M MO CPaBHEHMIO
CO CTaHAAPTHOM cpepon [13, 24].

M3yueHune pocta M. bovis, a Takxke onpepeneHune nepu-
opfia nor-¢a3sbl MOXET CbirpaTb BaXHYI0 POJib B OyAyLUMX UC-
CflelOBaHMAX MO BblAeNIEHMIO MUKOM/a3M AaHHOTO BUAa,
KyJIbTUBMPOBaHMIO 1 pa3paboTKe BaKLVH.

3AKNOYEHUE

Pe3ynbTaTbl nccnegoBaHuil Nokasanu, YTo NO mcTe-
YeHuW NepBbIX 24 4 KyNbTUBUPOBAHUA B XUAKON cpefie
nsonAart «Kanyra 2020» M. bovis nepexogun B ¢a3y nora-
pudMmrYecKoro pocTa 1 yepes 72 4 gocTuran Makcumarb-
HOro ypoBHSA HakonneHus. Mpu 6onee AnMTENbHOM Kynb-
TUBMPOBAHUN HauMHanA ¢ 84-ro Y HacTynana ¢asa cnaga,
a buonornyeckasa akTUBHOCTb NMOJly4aeMOro matepuana
CHMXanaco.

YCTaHOBIEHO, UTO Hanbonbliee BANAHKE Ha HaKomMe-
Hue n3onaTa «Kanyra 2020» M. bovis npu KynbTMBMpPOBa-
HUW B NUTaTeNbHON cpefie XeldnKa okasbiBanm pakTopbl
|pPOCTa — CBEXNI [POXMKEBOW SKCTPAKT 1 CbIBOPOTKA KPOBM
nowagn. NMogobpaHo onTrManbHoe cofepKaHre AaHHbIX
KOMMOHEHTOB B Ccpefie KynbTuBMpoBaHua — 12,5 n 25%
cooTBeTcTBEHHO. ONTMMU3NpPOBaHHaA NuUTaTebHaA cpe-
[a Ha ocHoBe moauduLMpoBaHHoro 6ynboHa Xeldnrka
MOXeT 6bITb NCMONb30BaHa A/1A NonyyeHus bakrepuasnb-
HOro mMaTepuana c Lenblo pa3paboTKy ArarHOCTUYECKMX
npenapaToB 1 CPeACTB cneundnyeckon NpodunakTnKkm
3aboneBaHwi, BbI3BaHHbIX M. bovis.
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