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BIUAHUE KOHLEHTPATHOIO TUMA KOPMNEHUA HA BBIPABOTKY METAHA Y OBEL

Uenb uccnedosaHusi — u3yqums 8ruUsHUE PayUOHO8 C pasHbIM ypOBHEM KOHUEHmpamoes Ha obpa3osa-
HUe MemaHa 8 opaaHu3me ogel. B cmambe npedcmagneHs! uccredosaHusi Ha 08yax POMaHOBCKOU No-
podki ¢ oucmynamu pybua e ycrogusix ghuzuonoaudeckozo dsopa BMXK um. JT1.K. SpHcma. Skcnepumerm
nposedeH memodom 2pynn nepuodos. B nepebiti nepuod 08ubI Noy4anu CeHO-KOHUEHMpPamHbIl payuoH
¢ codepxaHuem 20 % koHueHmpamos, 80 emopoll — 30 % KoHueHmpamos, 8 mpemuli — 40 % KOHUeH-
mpamog no numamesnibHocmu. PayuoHb! 0n1s XusomHbIxX bbinu cbanaHcuposaHbl h0 numamesnbHol U
3Hepeemu4eckoli UeHHOCMU, YPOBHIO MUHEpPasbHbIX 8euecme co2nacHo Hopmam. B pesynbmame ycma-
HosneHo, Ymo npu esode 20, 30 u 40 % KOHUeHMpPamos 8 payloH 08el, Kou4yecmaso 8bi0eneHHo20 CHy
cocmasuno 21,10; 17,88 u 15,88 n/cym coomeemcmeeHHO, M. €. N0BbILIEHUE KOHUEHMpPamHol Yyacmu
payuoHa & 2 pa3a cnocobemeyem cHuxeHuto ebipabomku CH4 8 XKKT e 1,33 pasa. lNokazamens pH pyb-
ya npu payuoHe ¢ 8godom 20 % (p < 0,01), 30 u 40 % KoHUeHmpamog CHuxarscs yepe3 3 yaca nocrne
KopMrieHusi, 00 KOpMIIEHUSI MeXO0y nepsbiM U mpembum nepuodom yposeHb pH noHususncs ¢ 6,71 do 6,25
(p < 0,05); konuyecmeo Kucnbix memabonumos (JIKK) ysenuuusanocs ¢ 6,65 0o 7,21 Mmons/100 mn 0o
KopmreHusi u ¢ 7,63 0o 8,45 Mmonb/100 mn 4epe3 mpu yaca nocrie KOPMIEHUS; aMunonumu4yeckas ak-
musHocmb pybua nocne KOpMIEHUs NOCMeneHHo yeenuyuganack ¢ 12,73 do 14,21 npu cmeHe payuoHa
Ha 6osee KOHUeHmMpPUpPoBaHHbIU. C ysenudeHueM yposHs KOHUEHMpPamog CHU3UMOCh KOIUYecmeo Mema-
HoeeHos Methanobrevibacter smithii, Methanosphaera stadtmanae kak e pybue, mak u 8 moncmom om-
0ene KUWeYHUKa.

Knroyeenle crnosa: numaHue, 08Ubl, KOHUEHMpPamsl, MUKPOBUOM, MEMaHO2€EHbI, NapHUKOBbIe 2a3bl,
memaH, Memabonuam

Ana yumupoeaHus: BnusHne KOHLEHTPATHOTO TMNa KOPMIeHUs Ha BblpaboTKy meTaHa y osel /
A.A. 3enenyerkosa [n gp.] I/ BectHuk KpaclAY. 2024. Ne 6. C. 94-100. DOI: 10.36718/1819-4036-
2024-6-94-100.

bnazodapHocmu: vccnefoBaHue BINOMHEHO Npu huHaHCcoBON noaaepxke MuHobpHaykm Poccum B
pamKax peanuaauuu HaumoHanbHoro npoekta «Hayka u ynueepeutets» (FGGN-2022-0009).

© 3eneHueHkoBa A.A., boronto6osa H.B., Konechuk H.C., Betounas 1.C., Nlaxonun M.0., Fnageipb E.A., 2024
BectHuk KpaclAY. 2024. Ne 6. C. 94-100.
Bulliten KrasSAU. 2024;(6):94-100.

94



3oomexnusa u eemepunapus

Alena Anatolyevna Zelenchenkova'™, Nadezhda Vladimirovna Bogolyubova?,
Nikita Sergeevich Kolesnik?, Polina Sergeevna Vyuchnaya*,

Pavel Dmitrievich Lakhonin®, Elena Alexandrovna Gladyré

123456Federal Research Center for Animal Husbandry named after L.K. Ernst, Dubrovitsy settiement, Po-
dolsk urban District, Moscow Region, Russia

taly4383@mail.ru

2652202@mail.ru

Skominisiko@mail.ru

4vyuchnaya@gmail.com

Slakhonin.99@mail.ru

belenagladyr@mail.ru

EFFECT OF CONCENTRATE FEEDING TYPE ON METHANE PRODUCTION IN SHEEP

The aim of the studly is to investigate the effect of diets with different levels of concentrates on methane
formation in sheep. The paper presents studies on Romanov sheep with rumen fistulas in the physiological
yard of the Erst All-Russian Institute of Animal Husbandry. The experiment was conducted using the pe-
riod group method. In the first period, the sheep received a hay-concentrate diet containing 20 % concen-
trates, in the second — 30 % concentrates, in the third — 40 % concentrates by nutritional value. The animal
diets were balanced in terms of nutritional and energy value, the level of minerals according to the stan-
dards. As a result, it was found that with the introduction of 20, 30 and 40 % concentrates in the sheep
diet, the amount of released CH4 was 21.10; 17.88 and 15.88 I/day, respectively, i.e. an increase in the
concentrate part of the diet by 2 times contributes to a decrease in CH4 production in the gastrointestinal
tract by 1.33 times. The pH of the rumen with a diet containing 20 % (p < 0.01), 30 and 40 % concentrates
decreased 3 hours after feeding; before feeding, between the first and third periods, the pH level de-
creased from 6.71 to 6.25 (p < 0.05); the amount of acid metabolites (VFA) increased from 6.65 to
7.21 mmol/100 ml before feeding and from 7.63 to 8.45 mmol/100 ml three hours after feeding; the
amylolytic activity of the rumen after feeding gradually increased from 12.73 to 14.21 when changing the
diet to a more concentrated one. With an increase in the level of concentrates, the amount of methano-
gens Methanobrevibacter smithii, Methanosphaera stadtmanae decreased both in the rumen and in the
large intestine.

Keywords: nutrition, sheep, concentrates, microbiome, methanogens, greenhouse gases, methane,
metabolism
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BBepenue. B npouecce hepmeHTaLmm kKopMa B NagatolyM UCTOYHUKOM SIBNISIETCS NPOAYKUMS Me-
pybue obpa3syloTcs rasbl, OCHOBHbIE M3 KOTOPbIX  TaHOrEHHbIX apxen [2]. BonbLUMHCTBO METaHOreHoB
yrnekucnbin ra3 (CO2), meTtaH (CH4), Bogopoa (H2),  yaansioT razoobpasHblii BOAOpPOA NyTeM BOCCTa-
a3oT (N2) n cepoBogopog (H2S). MeTaH siBnsietca  Honenusi CO2 raszoobpasHbiM Ha ¢ 0bpasoBaHmem
€CTEeCTBEHHbIM NOOOYHBIM NPOAYKTOM MUKPOBHOW  MeTaHa [3]. CuHTe3 meTaHa no3sonsieT m3bexarb
(hepmMeHTaLun YrneBoaoB W B MeHbLUE CTeneHn  HakonneHust Hp, KOTOpbIN NOZaBnsieT HopMarbHYH
amuHokuenoT B pybue. CuHTe3 meTaHa Npeanono-  GyHKLUMI0 MUKPOBHBLIX (hepMEHTOB, Y4aCTBYHOLMX B
KUTENbHO CMYXWUT ONS BblpaBHUBAHWA OKWUCNW-  MepeHoce anekTpoHoB [4]. lMpegnonaranock, 4To
TENbHO-BOCCTAHOBUTENBHOrO GanaHca, 1 ero Bbl-  €cnu Obl )KBaYHbIE XMBOTHbIE BOBCE HE NMPOM3BOAN-
X04 MOXET BapbMpOBaTbCA Y Pa3HbIX XMBOTHBIX, S MeTaH, TO pH pybua HeyKknoHHO Gbl CHUXancs 1
HECMOTPS Ha OAMHaKoBble YCnoBus kopmnenust [1].  yxyawmnock 6bl nepeBapuBaHue KnetyaTku [5].

MeTaH urpaeT BaxHyK ponb B KpyroBopoTe yr- Mpy yBENMYEHWN KONMWYECTBA KOHLEHTPATOB
nepoga B MPUPOAHLIX cpedax, W ero npeob- (0coBEHHO copepkalux Kpaxman) B pauyoHe
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CHWXaeTCH  KOMNMYECTBO  LieNIIoNo30MTUYECKNX
BakTepuin 1 yBENNYMBAETCS KONMNYECTBO amMuronu-
TUYecKux BakTepui 3a C4eT U3MEHEHUSI COOTHOLLe-
HWUa cybeTtpatoB [6, 7]. V13-3a M3MEHEHMs COOTHO-
LWEeHNsT NETyunx XupHblX kucnot (JDKK) ymeHb-
LIAeTCa KONMYeCTBO BOLOPOAA, AOCTYMHONO MeTa-
HOreHHbIM apxesiM, 1 cHkaetcs pH pybua, yto
ewe 6Gorblue MHTUBUPYET (CHWKaeT) monynsLuu
Lennono3onuTuyecknx 6aktepuin, NPOCTEMLLMX W
MeTaHoreHos [8, 9].

Ecnu Gbl meTaHoreHes Obin MHMMOWMpPOBaH K
[OCTYMHbIA Ho BbIn nepeHanpasneH Ha anbTepHa-
TUBHbIE MeTabonuyeckue nyTu, JaloWMe SHEPTUIo,
MOXHO 6bIno Obl OXMAATb YBENNYEHNS NPOAYKTUB-
HocTu. Takum 06pa3om, CHKeHME BbipaboTkm CHy
NOTEHUMANbHO MOXET YMyYLIMTb MPOAYKTUBHOCTb
MpW TOM e 3HEepreTM4eckom noTpebneHnn XmusoT-
HbIM, NpU yCnoBuu, 4to meTabonuam B pybue He
Oypet HapyLUeH.

Lenb uccnegoBaHna — n3yunTb BIKUSHUE pa-
LMOHOB C pa3HbIM YPOBHEM KOHLIEHTpaTOB Ha 06-
pasoBaHWe MeTaHa B OpraHu3me oBeLl.

00bekT, MmaTepuan n metoasl. lccnenosanne
ObI10 NpoBefeHbl METOAOM rpynn-nepuogoB Ha
OBLIAX pOMaHOBCKOW MOpodbl B Bo3pacTe 2 NeT, B
Konm4yecTBe 6 ronoB C XuBOW maccoin 36-42 kr, ¢
XpOHWYeckumu cuctynamu pybua no bacosy B
ycnosuax usmnonorndeckoro asopa ®reHY oUL
BXK um. J1.K. SpHcTa.

XneotHbiM 1-ro nepuopa ckapmnueanu 20 %
koHUeHTpaToB, 2-ro — 30, 3-ro nepuoga 40 % koH-
yeHTpatoB. OcHoBHoM paumoH (OP) cooTBeTCTBO-
Basn Mo nokasaTensm 3HepreTMYeckon u nutatesb-
HON LieHHOCTN TpeboBaHUsAM 4N AaHHOrO BO3pac-
THOrO M BECOBOrO Mokasatens XuBoTHbIX (Kanalu-
HukoB A.M. u gp., 2003). AHanu3 nokasatenen
pybLOBON (hepMeHTaLMM NPOBOAMIM B OTAEnNe
couanonorm n Guoxmumun BVXK um J1.K. SpHcTa.

[ins xapakTepucTukn pybLoBOro nuLieBapeHus
Y XMBOTHbIX Bpanu npobel cogepxumoro pybua 3a
1 4 0O KOpMIiEHMS 1 Yepe3 3 4 nocne KopMieHust
ONs onpefeneHns crnegytowmx nokasatenen: pH,
obuwee konuyectso JDKK — meTogom napoBoi auc-
TMANauMM B annapate Mapkrama; amunonutuye-
cKasi akTMBHOCTb — (DOTOMETPUYECKUM METOLOM.

B koHUe kaxporo 6anaHCcOBOro onbiTa y BCEX
KMBOTHBIX (N = 6) oTBupanuce npobbl pybLoBOro 1
COOEPXMUMOro TOMNCTOrO0 OTAena KWLWeEYHWKa Ans
FEHETUYECKOr0 UCCEA0BaHNS TONCTOKULLEYHON W
pybuoBon MukpobuoTbl. Mcnonb3oBanu MeToA
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MUP-PB ¢ cnyopecueHTHOM geTekumnen. [ng aTo-
r0 MPUMEHSNN KOMMNEKT peareHToB «KomoHod-
nop-16 (npemuym)» OO0 «Anbcpanab» (Poccus,
r. CaHkT-eTepbypr) B COOTBETCTBUM C WHCTPYK-
Liyeit Npom3BoanTens B Moamuudukaummn nabopa-
TOpUN (PyHOAMEHTANbHBIX OCHOB MUTaHUS Cefb-
CKOXO3SIICTBEHHBIX XMBOTHbIX W pbid OTBHY OUL|
B/XK um. J1.K. OpHCTa npm coTpyaHuyecTse ¢ na-
BopaTopueit MONeKynspHON TEHETUKM CEeNbCKOXO-
3AMCTBEHHBIX XMBOTHbIX OIBHY ®HLL BWX
um. J1.K. OpHcra.

WHTepnpeTauunio pesynbTatoB amnindukaumum
OCYLLECTBIAMM C WUCMOMb30BaHWEM NMPOrPaMMHOrO
obecneyeHus, Bxoasilero B coctaB Habopa «Ko-
NoHodnop-16 (NMpemuym)», COrnacHo MHCTPYKLMM
NpOM3BOANTENS.

BblaeneHne mMeTaHa yunTbiBanocs B Metabonu-
YecKuUx kamepax OTKpbITOro Tuna. [Ansg usyyeHns
rasoobpasoBaHus XMBOTHOE NOMELLANoch B Kame-
Py ¥ COOEpXanocb B HEN B TEYEHUE 2 CMEXHbIX
cyTok. Kamepy otkpbisanu 8 9-00 n 16-00 gns pas-
[a4u KOHLEHTPUPOBaHHBIX W rPyBbIX KOPMOB.

MMonyyeHHble B OMbiTe MaTepuarnsl 0bpaboTaHsl
BroMeTpUYECKM C UCMOMb30BaHWEM MeToda Auc-
nepcuoHHoro aHanusa (ANOVA), nocpeactsom
nporpammbl STATISTICA, version 13 Ru, StatSoft,
Inc., 2011 (www.statsoft.com). [pn 3TOM BbIuMCHE-
Hbl CredytLme BEnUYWHbI: cpeaHeapugmeTnye-
ckas (M), cpegHekBagpatnyeckas owmbka (+m) u
YPOBEHb 3Ha4MMOCTH (p). PedynbTathl uccrnenosa-
HWUW cYMTanu BbICOKOAOCTOBEPHbIMM Npu p < 0,001
n poctoBepHbiMu npu p < 0,01 n p < 0,05. Mpu
p<0,1 gop =0,05- TeHaeHUMs K AOCTOBEPHOCTM
nosTyYeHHbIX AaHHbIX. [pu p = 0,1 pasHuuy cuuta-
NN HEJOCTOBEPHOM.

Pesynbtathl M ux obcyxaeHue. Bbicokui
YPOBEHb KOHLIEHTPATOB B paLmoHax (cBbiwe 50 %)
B3POCbIX JKBAYHbIX SBISETCA  (DU3MONOrNYeCcKN
NPOTMBOECTECTBEHHbIM, TaK Kak HapyLaeT npo-
Lieccbl pybLOBOrO NULLEBAPEHNS U MOBbILWAET 3a-
Bonesaemoctb [10].

B Hawwwmx uccnegoBaHusx nokasatenu pybuoso-
ro metabonuama y uccregyembix oBeL oTobpaxe-
Hbl B Tabnuue 1.

B Tekywem akcnepumeHTe pH npu pauuoHe ¢
BeogoM 20 % (p < 0,01), 30 1 40 % koHUeHTpaTOB
CHWXancs Yepes 3 4 nocne kopmrenus. Takke Ha-
bnogaeTcs NOCTENEHHOE MOBbILEHWE KUCAOTHO-
CTW pybLOBOrO COLEPXMMOro 40 KOPMMEHUS MeX-
[y NepBbIM W TPETLUM NEPUOAOM, rae YpoBeHb pH
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noHmsuncsa ¢ 6,71 go 6,25 (p < 0,05). MNMomumo
CHKEHNS pH, MOXHO OTMETUTb YBENUYEHNE KOMK-
yecTBa kucnblx meTabonutos (JDKK) c 6,65 mo
7,21 Mmons/100 mn go kopmnexns n ¢ 7,63 o
8,45 Mmonb/100 Mn yepes 3 4 nocne KOpMIEHUS.
O6pasosaHne JDKK B pybue TecHo cBS3aHO C
npoussoacTBom MetaHa [11]. JDKK moryT okasatb
BNUSIHNE Ha CHIWKeHne pH depmeHTaLmmn 4o ypos-

HS HWke 6,0, TeM camblM nogasnsas nponudepa-
LMK METaHOreHHbIX MWUKpPOOPraHuaMoB. [paBurib-
Hoe pacnpegenenne JDKK ans pasnuuHbix gusno-
nornyeckux npoeccos obecneynBaeT agheKTmB-
HOe WCMONb30BaHWe 3HEeprUM W NOJLEepXVBaET
POCT, BOCMPOM3BOACTBO, MPOAYKTUBHOCTb U Bbl-
Bpocbl MeTaHa [12].

Tabnuya 1

Moka3artenu pyouyoBoro metabonusmay osew (n = 6)

Bpems B3sTis npob

pynna

[0 KOpMJ1EHNA

3 4 nocre Kopmnexus

lNokasaTtesnb pH

20 % KOHLEHTpaToB 6,71+ 0,09 6,28 £ 0,09**

30 % KOHLEHTpaToB 6,68 + 0,07 6,31+ 0,16

40 % KOHLEeHTpaToB 6,25 + 0,08" 6,26 + 0,04
JDKK, Mmonbs/100mn

20 % KOHLEeHTpaToB 6,65 + 0,47 7,63 + 0,58

30 % KOHLEeHTpaToB 6,80 + 0,39 7,99 + 0,46

40 % KOHLEeHTpaToB 7,21+ 0,33 8,45+ 0,13

AmunonuTnyeckas akTMBHOCTb, E/Mn

20 % KOHLEeHTpaToB 12,73 £ 0,66
30 % KOHLEeHTpaToB 13,00 £ 1,03
40 % KOHLEHTpaTOB 14,21 £ 0,33

*» < 0,05, < 0,01.

Takum 00pa3om, B HalEM WCCregoBaHWWM MO
Mepe MOBbILEHNS NPOLEHTA KOHLEHTPATOB B pa-
UMOHe 2-NETHMX OBeL, MOBbILIAETCS KWUCMOTHOCTb
py6LIOBOM XMOKOCTW B Npeaenax Hopmbl u oblyee
KONMWYECTBO NETYYMX KUPHbIX KUCOT, YTO Npume-
HUMO NPU KOHLEHTPUPOBAHHOM TUME KOPMIIEHUSI.

Amunonutuyeckne 6akTepum, B OCHOBHOM
CTPENTOKOKKA, MpefcTaBneHbl B pybue MHOroumc-
NEHHOM rpynnon. B Hawwmx onblTax amunonutude-
CKas aKTMBHOCTb pybua nocrne efpl NOCTEMEHHO
yenuumnsanacb ¢ 12,73 go 14,21 npu cmeHe pa-
LiMoHa Ha Bonee KOHLEHTPUPOBAHHBIN.

lMpou3BOACTBO MeTaHa B pybLe B nepsyto ove-
pedb CBA3aHO C MeTabonMyeckoil aKTUBHOCTbHIO
MeTaHOreHHbIX apxen, BblpabaTbiBalOWMX METaH B
kayectBe noboyHoro npogykta. OCHOBHble BUAbI
MeTaHoreHHbIx apxen: Methanobrevibacter smithii,
Methanosphaera stadtmanae, Methanomirobium
mobile n Methanosarcina spp. [13]. 9Tn apxen uc-
nonb3ytoT Hz, CO2 1 MeTaHON ANs CUHTE3a MeTaHa
[14, 15].
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B Hawwmx uccrenoBaHusx C yBENYEHWEM YPOB-
HS1 KOHLEHTPaTOB CHIKaeTcs konudyectso Metha-
nobrevibacter smithii, Methanosphaera stadtmanae
kaK B pybLe, Tak 1 B KuLueyHuKe (puc. 1).

Haunbonee 3aBuCALMMU OT KOHLEHTPATHOrO T~
na KopmreHus okasanucb Methanobrevibacter
smithii. VIX KOnmM4yecTBO 3aMETHO COKPaTUNOCL B
pybuosom cogepxumom npu Beoge 40 % KOHUEH-
TPaToB, @ B KWLIEYHOM COAEPKMMOM HauuHas C
BBoga 30 n 40 % koHueHTpaToB. Methanosphaera
Stadtmanae okasanucb Bonee yCTOMYMBLIMK K MO-
BbILUEHWMIO YPOBHS BBOAMMbIX KOHLEHTPATOB, 4TO
TpebyeT AanbHENLWEro n3yyYeHus.

W3yyeHne BbiaeneHus MeTaHa W3 OpraHu3ma
OBeL, MpW pPasnMyHOM YPOBHE KOHLIEHTPATOB B pa-
LIMOHE NOKa3ano, YTo Npu YBENMYEHUM [OMNN KOH-
LIEHTPMPOBaHHbIX KOPMOB CHUXAETCS BblAeneHne
MeTaHa W Yrnekucrioro rasa M3 opraHuama XuBoT-
HbIX B pe3ynbTaTe KOMMYECTBEHHOrO W3MEHEHMs
MeTaHoreHoB B XKKT osel (Tabn. 2).
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KOHII. KOHII. KOHII.

Methanosphaera stadmanae

Col0epxaHue MemaHo2eH08

Tabnuya 2

BbigeneHue metaHa u3 opraHM3mMma oBeL NpU pPa3fiMvHbIX YPOBHAX KOHLUEHTPATOB B paluoHe

Mpynna Bolgenenve CHa, nicyt
20 % KOHLEeHTpaToB 21,10+0,33
30 % KOHLEHTpaToB 17,88+0,35
40 % KOHLEeHTpaToB 15,88+0,15

Mpu BBoge 20, 30 n 40 % KOHLUEHTpaTOB B pa-
LMOH OBeLl| konn4ecTBO BblaeneHHoro CH4 cocra-
Buno 21,10; 17,88 n 15,88 n/cyT coOTBETCTBEHHO.
[MOBbILEHME KOHLEHTPATHOM YacTu pauuoHa B 2
pasa cnocobCTBYET CHWMXEHWK BblpaboTkn CHy
JKKT B 1,33 pasa.

3aknoyeHue. YBenuyeHume B paunoHax poma-
HOBCKMX OBEL, KOHLIEHTPATOB OKa3aro BMsHWE Ha
pybLoBOE NULiEBapeHne: nokasatens pH npu pa-
unone ¢ Beogom 20 % (p < 0,01), 30 1 40 % koH-
LLeHTPATOB CHMXanNCcs Yepes 3 Y nocne KopMreHus,
[0 KOPMIEHUsI MeXay NepBbiM U TPETbUM Nepuo-
[oOM ypoBeHb pH nowusuncs ¢ 6,71 go 6,25
(p < 0,05); konnuecTBo kucnbix metabonutos (JHKK)
yBenuumearock ¢ 6,65 go 7,21 Mvons/100 mn go
kopmnenus u ¢ 7,63 go 8,45 Mmone/100 mn yepes
34 nocre KOpMIEHWS; amuronuTMyeckas akTue-
HOCTb pybua nocrne egpl NOCTENeHHO yBenuyuBa-
nacob ¢ 12,73 o 14,21 npu cmeHe pauuoHa Ha 6o-
nee KOHLIEHTPUPOBAHHBINA. [oBbILLEHNE B paLMOHaX
oBeL, koHueHTpatoB ¢ 20 go 40 % cnocobeTyeT
cHwkeHno BbipaboTkn CHs XKKT B 1,33 pasa 3a
CYET CHWXEHUsI KonmyecTBa MeTaHoreHoB Metha-
nobrevibacter smithii, Methanosphaera stadtmanae
KaK B pyOLe, TaK 1 B KULLEYHUKE.
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WHdopmaums 06 aBTopax:

AneHa AHaTonbeBHa 3eneHuYeHKoBa'!, CTaplMil HayuYHbIM COTPYOHWK, 3aBedyllmin nabopatopuen
(byHAAMEHTarbHbIX OCHOB MUTAHWS CEMbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHbIX XUBOTHBIX U PblB, KaHAMAAT CENbCKOX035M-
CTBEHHbIX HayK

Hapexaa BnagumupoBHa boronto6oBaz, BeAyLWmMit HayyYHbIA COTPYAHMK, 3aBedylLmMin oTaAenoM ¢u-
310510TM 1 BUOXUMUN CENBCKOXO3ANCTBEHHBIX XKUBOTHbIX, JOKTOP BUONOMMYECKUX HAYK

Hukuta CepreeBuy KonecHuk3, Mnaglwui Hay4Hblil COTPYAHWK NabopaTtopuu hyHOaMeHTarbHbIX OCHOB
MUTaHNS CENbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHBIX XXMBOTHBIX U PblO

Monuna CepreeBHa BbloyHas*, MnagLumin HayyHbI COTPYAHUK NnabopaTtopumn pyHAaMeHTamnbHbIX OCHOB
MUTaHNS CENbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHBIX XXMBOTHBIX U Pblb

Masen OmutpueBuny JTaxXOHMH®, MNaaLLNMA HAYYHbIA COTPYAHMK NabopaTopumn pyHOaMEHTambHbIX OCHOB
MUTaHUS CeNbCKOX03ANCTBEHHBIX XMBOTHbIX 1 PblB

EneHa AnekcanapoBHa MaabIpbS, BeayLIMn HayYHbIN COTPYAHWK, 3aBeaytoLmic nabopaTopmen Mose-
KyNSIPHON reHEeTUKM CENbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHBIX XWUBOTHBIX, KaHAUAAT BUONOTMYECKNX HayK
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