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JleTokennupyo1as cnocodHOCTh 'yMIHHOBBIX BeliecTB TopgoB
1 MUKpooprann3mMoB popaa Rhodococcus o orHomeHmnio
K HeTenpoIyKTaM B BOJHBIX cpeiax

© 2021. M. M. I'epuien, acnupanr, E. JI. [Imurpuena, k. X. H., JJOTEeHT,
Tynbekuii rocylapcTBeHHbBIN YHUBEPCUTET,

300012, Poccust, r. Tyna, up. Jlenuna, . 92,

e-mail: mani.leontyeva@gmail.com

MeTogoM GMOTECTHPOBAHIST M3YUEHO BANAHIE TYMIHOBBIX BEIECTB OTAEIHHO W COBMECTHO ¢ OARTEPUSIMMI-
Hedresrecrpyrropamu pojia Rhodococcus Ha rect-00beKT — pACKY MaJIYIO 110 OTHOTIEeHITO K Hedyreripojykram. MakcnmaibHbIil
MPUPOCT JIOTACTEIT PACKN B MPUCYTCTBUT TYMIHOBBIX BEIECTB 4ePHOOILXOBOTO HI3IHHOTO Topdha 42% , MIHIMATLIBIT —
TYMITHOBBIX BeIecTs ¢armoBoro mepexoaroro rtopda 24%. Jlokasaro, 910 TyMIHOBBIE BETIECTBA TOPPOB CIIOCOOHEBT CHIKATH
TOKCHYCCKITT HPPERT MOJICILHBIX 3arpAsHuTeIel: rekcajiekana na 3—23%; pusenabuoro rormnsa — 8—40%; nedrn — 6-16%.
OripejiesieHa JIETOKCHIMPYIOTIAST CTIOCOOHOCTH TYMITHOBBIX BEIIECTB I MITKPOOPraHU3MoB pojia Rhodococcus o otHOTIIEHNO
K yraeBofopojiaM HedTi: MaKCuMasbHble 3HaYeHusT KOAMOAUINEHTOB IeTORCHKAIN y MUKpoopranusmon R. erythropolis S67
1 TYMHHOBBIX BEIECTB TPOCTHIKOBOTO HUBWHHOTO 1 ¢harnosoro Bepxosoro ropda 95-79% u 84—68%; R. erythropolis X5
T TYMUHOBBIX BETEecTB ¢(harmoBoro BepXoBoro 1 carnoBoro mepexonmnoro ropda 82—68% n 71-63%. I'ymunosbie Bermecrsa
CTTIOCOOHBI CTUMYJIMPOBATH POCT MIUKPOOPTAHN3MOB-HeMTECCTPYKTOPOB, AKTHBU3NPYS NX (EPMEHTATHBHYIO CHCTEMY, TEM
CaMbIM, CI[OCO6C’I‘ByH MaKCUMaJbHOMY OKUC/ICHUIO YIJIEBOJIOPO/10B He(b'm. BJIH[‘O}[apH CBOUM I1OBEPXHOCTHO- U 6]/10,}]0[‘14 YeCKrun
AKTHBHBIM CBOIICTBAM, COBMECTHOE MTPIMEHEeHIe TYMITHOBBIX BEIIECTB I MIKPOOPTaHN3MOB-He(TelecTPYKTOPOB CIIOCOOHO
00ecTeTnTh IKOTOTIICCKIT 0e30TacHyT0 1 d3POERTUBHYIO PeMEeINAINIO 3aTrPI3HEHHBIX AKBATOPII.

Kuouesste ciosa: rymuHoBbIe BelliecTBa, He(Th, HEMTEIIPOLYKTHI, MITKPOOPTaHU3MbI-He(TeeCTPYKTOPbI, CBS3bI-
BaIOIIas CII0cOOHOCTD, KOI(PPUIMEHTHI leTOKCH KA.

Binding capacity of humic substances of peats in the relation
to petroleum products in the presence of microorganisms
of the genus Rhodococcus in aqueous media
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The biotesting method was used to study the effect of humic substances separately and together with oil degrading
microorganisms of the genus Rhodococcus on a test object — duckweed in the relation to oil products. The maximum
growth of duckweed blades in the presence of humic substances of black alder fen peat is 42%, the minimum — humic
substances of sphagnum transition peat — 24%. It was found that humic substances of peats can reduce the toxic effect of
model pollutants: hexadecane by 3—23%; diesel fuel by 8—40%; oil by 6-16%. The detoxifying ability of humic substances
and microorganisms of the genus Rhodococcus in the relation to oil hydrocarbons was determined: the maximum values
of the detoxification coefficients of microorganisms R. erythropolis S67 and humic substances of reed fen and sphagnum
high-moor peat are 95-79% and 84—68%, respectively; R. erythropolis X5 and humic substances of sphagnum high-moor
and sphagnum transition peat 82—68% and 71-63%. Humic substances are able to stimulate the growth of oil degrading
microorganisms, activating their enzymatic system, thereby contributing to the maximum oxidation of oil hydrocarbons.
The data on the detoxifying ability of humic substances and oil degrading microorganisms can serve as the basis for the
development of a new generation of biocompositions that efficiently utilize oil and oil products in environmental objects
(water and soil). Due to its surface and biologically active properties, the combined use of humic substances and oil
degrading microorganisms can provide environmentally friendly and effective remediation of contaminated water areas.

Keywords: humic substances, petroleum, petroleum products, oil-destructive microorganisms, binding capacity,
detoxification coefficients.
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B nacrosimee BpeMmst 60JbI101 MHTEpEC
MpejicTaBisieT MOMCK CIOCOO0B JeTOKCHKAINN
n yrugmsanunm yraepogoponaos vedru |1, 2].
AKTyasnbHOI cTaHOBUTCA OMofierpaarns mnegre-
PeHHBIX BEIECTB B 3arpsA3HEHHBIX aKBATOPUSX,
OCHOBaHHAasl HA TPUMEHEeHN N GaKTePUil, MCII0JTh-
3YIOTINX KaK UCTOYHUK DHEPTUH YTII€BOLOPOTIbI
HedTH, 4T0 OOECIeYnBaeT BHICOKNIT YPOBEHD
METOKCUKATINY SKOCUCTEM B CBSI3U CO CHUKEH -
eM YPOBHS 3arps3HeHni 10 GoHOBBHIX 3HAUeHIT
[3]. obGaBiienune B cucreMy AOIOJHUTE]bHHBIX
areHToR, COPOMPYIONNX HeTeITPOYKTHI, SBJISTO-
HUXCA AKTUBATOPAMU aD0pUTEHHOI MUKPOQJIO-
PbI 3aTPSIBHEHHBIX 00HEKTOB, TO3BOJINT YCHIUTh
3P PeRTUBHOCTL OUOTIPerapaToB, coepsRammnx
MTaMMbl AaKTUBHBIX OaKTepuii, pasaaraonmux
YIIIeBOJOPOJIbI [4].

I'ymunoswie Bemectsa (I'B) — npupopnbie,
HKOJIOTUYECKN YN CThIe coefiuHenns, apdhekTnBHO
IMYJIBTUPYIONTEe YIVIeBOJOPObl HedTH, aKkTH-
BUBUPYIOIIe MUKPOOMOJOTYECKIE TTPOTECCHI,
MOBBITIIATONIIE IeCTPYRIINIO He(TETPOYyKTOB
1 YCKOpsIome o4ncTRy akBaropuii [o]. Us-
BECTHO cTUMYyJIHpYyioiiee feiicteue I'B wa pocr
n pazButne GaKTepuil, MOBBIIEHNE UX CTPEC-
COYCTOMYMBOCTH K Pa3JMYHBIM abMOTHYECKUM
darropam cpembl [6, 7]. Pusnonornyeckast ar-
TUBHOCTH TYMUHOBBIX BeIEeCTB 10 OTHOIIEHUTO
K HEKOTOPBLIM TTPOKAPUOTUUYECKUM OpPraHu3MaM
[8], BBI3BIBAET ecTeCTBEHHOE CTUMYJIUPOBAHIE
abopureHHoit MUKPOQIOPHI IKOCUCTEMBI, a Ha-
nuane TuapodoOHOr0 Kapraca B UX CTPYKType
ompeJieNisieT CrocoOOHOCTh CBA3BIBATH YIVIEBOJO-
porbl HedTH B yCTONYNBBIE ROMIIIEKCHI [9].

[{esrb paboThI — OIEHUTD IETOKCUTIPYIOTILYTO
CITOCOOHOCTH TYMUHOBBIX BEITIECTB M OAKTEPUi
pona Rhodococcus o otHOIIeHUIO K HeTepo-
IYKTaM.

O0BeKTHI 1 METOJIbI MCCACTTOBAHNS

OObeRTHI NCCIe/IOBAHNS — TYMIUHOBBIE Bele-
crBa Topos Tyabckoil ob1acTi: TPOCTHUKOBOTO
unsnaHoro (THT), uéproonrsxoBoro HUBMHHOTO
(UHT), carmosoro Bepxosoro (CBT) m edar-
noBoro nepexopnoro (CIIT) [10-12]; mrammbr
oarrepuii Rhodococcus erythropolis S67, Rhodococ-
cus erythropolis X5 niosydensl n3 jadboparopun
naasmuy Muernryra 6moxumun u Guanosornm
murpooprannamoB nmenn . K. Ckpsouna PAH
(. [Tymmuuo) [13]. Tecr-obberT B MeTosie 610-
TecTUpoOBaHus — pscka manas (Lemna minor).
MosesibHbIEe TOKCUKAHTBI: TeKCaJleKaH. JU3elb-
noe roruBo ([IT) ¢ sanpaBku «Pocuedrh» 1
HedTs ¢ HedrenepepabaTeIBAIOINIETO 3aBOJIA
AO «"ASITPOMHE®TbH-MHII3».

Pacrsopwr I'B B kounenrpamun 50 mr/n ro-
tosuan pacropenniem I'B s 0,1M NaOH, no6as-
nenuem 0,00M HNO, nnn 0,00M NaOH po6usa-
nuck Helirpasnbaoro 3Hauenus pH (koutpons pH-
meTpoM «AHnou 4154»), POHOBBIIT 3/IeKTPOTUT —
0,1M NaNO, [14]. Bakrepun KyabTHBHpOBaIN
B nosiHotenHoii cpepe JIypus—bBeprann (JIB)
npu remreparype 23+2 °C [14, 15].

B crexnsunapie émMmroctn BHocunum 50 mu
aucTHILIMpoBanuoil Boubl, I'B Konmenrpamun
90 mr/n, unoryasir R. erythropolis S67 u X5
KkoamyecTBo mocesHoil 1o3ur 10°—10% KOE /mn
n rokcukaut 2% 06. O geiicTBUM MOIETLHBIX
sarpssuuteneit u I'B nabmonanu mo npupocry
nomacreil psscku Masoii 3a 10 cyrok. Kourpoab —
pocT pacreHmMil B JUCTUINPOBAHHON Bojie. Pe-
3YJIbTAThl HKCIIEPUMEHTOB BbIpaskaan Kak 1pu-
POCT JIONACTeil PSCKN B IIPOTIEHTaX OTHOCUTEHHO
routpossa [11]. Bapmanrer onbita: 1. Romrponn
(nucTunnuposannas Boxna); 2. Kourpoab +
MOJIeTbHBIT 3arpsasauTenn; 3. Jlucrnanuposan-
nas Boxa + I'B; 4. [luctuanuposannast Boga +
I'B + mopenbublii 3arpsasauTesib; o. lucrmi-
nuposannas Boma + I'B + Gakrepun poja
Rhodococcus + MOeNbHBIN 3aTPSA3HUTENb.
Pesynbrarel 9KCIiepuMeHTOB U [TOCJELY IO ast
06paboTKa TPOBOMIIACH C TPUMEHEHEM CTaH-
[IAPTHBIX METOJIOB MaTeMaTUYeCKOIl CTATUCTURI

(n=6,P=0,95).
Pesyabrarel n o6cys;rnenne

[Tpesxme Beero, onpenensian Biusinue I'B Ha
pocr psickn masioit (puc. 1).

Yceranopaeno, uro anaausupyemoie ['B
(50 M1 /1) cTUMYJIHPYIOT POCT FUAPOPUTA: MAK-
CUMAJIBHBII PUPOCT JOMACTell PACKU B M-
cyrerun I'B (UHT) 42%, munumanbubiii —
I'B (CIIT) 24%. YepHooAbXOBbBII HUBMHHBII
Topd COCTOUT B OCHOBHOM 13 JINCTBEHHBIX
MOPOJI, BIUSIONINX HA COMepsKaHme JUTHUHA
Bo gparnusx 'K [10]. N3BectHo, uTo npnu-
MeHeHIe JUTHUHOBbIX areHTOB MeHseT J[iHa-
MUKY paciipejiesieHnsi OCHOBHbIX MeTab0JINTOR
B pacTeHUsX, MPOMOKUTEIHLHOCTh UX pa3-
BUTHA, OMoMeTpuYecKme N OMOXNMUYeCKIe
nmokasaresnu [15].

Jlist BeiGopa paboueil 10361 MOIEABHOTO
3arpsIBHUTENST CTPOUIN KAy TOKCUYHOCTH,
BapbUpysi KOHIEHTPAI[NIO MOJEJIHHOTO 3arpsis3-
nuresis B npejesnax 0,0-5% o6 [12, 15]. Tecr-
OTRJINR perucrpupoBain ueped 14 nueii nocie
HauaJsa sRcrepumenTa. Tokcnueckuii adexr 3a-
rpsasuuteneil (1) — ymeHbIIenue TecT-oTKInKa
B IPUCYTCTBUM TOKCHKaHTa (R ) mo cpaBHennio
¢ KouTposem (R):
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Puc. 1. Brusine ryMIHOBBIX BEIIeCTB HA TPUPOCT JIOTIACTEl PACKI MO
I'B — rymunossie semnecrsa; YHT — uéproosibxoBbii HusuHHbIi TOPd;
CIIT — edarnossiit nepexopubiit topd; THT — tpocTHUKOBBIIT HUBWHHBIT TOP);
CBT — carnoBbiii BepxoBoii Topd
Fig. 1. Influence of humic substances on the growth of blades of common duckweed:
HS — humic substances; BFP — black alder fen peat; STP — sphagnum transitional peat;
RFP — reed fen peat; SHP — sphagnum high moor peat
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Fig. 2. Toxic effect of model pollutants
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r =R R 1000, (1)
R,

aT

Torcnueckuii apderT paccuuThIBaIN 110
dopmyne (1) n crpousin 3aBUCUMOCTb TORCHYE-
c¢roro HhherTa OT KOHTIEHTPATIIHT 3aTPSI3HNUTEIIST
(puc. 2).

CrereHb TOKCHYHOCTH YTIIEBOIOPOIOB HeTH
CBSI3aHa ¢ COflePsKAaHNeM B HIUX apOMaTHYeCKIX
(pparmuii, criocoOHBIX COXPAHATLCA B MOPCKOI
BOJie, B JIOHHBIX OTJIOZKEHUSX B TEUCHUE JIOJITOTO
BPEeMeHU B CUJTY CBOEGI CTOMKOCTI K JIerpajlaiiii.
[Tapadunbr obnagaoT He MEHBIIEH TOKCHUYHO-
CThIO, HO UX Pa3JioKeHNe MPONCXOUT 3HAUM-
TeJbHO ObICTPee, YeM Y I0JrapoMaTudecKux
yriesonopoon [16].

PaccuurbiBanu trokcuueckuii apperr mo-
MeJbHOTO 3arpsAsHuTess B npucyrersun ['B
(T . ), KOHTPOJIEM CJIYKUJI TECT-OTKJINK B TIPU-

I'B+9T

cyrersun I'B (R ) (tabn. 1):
= Ra = Ruie 1000, (2)
s

Markcumanbuoe cHUMKEHUE TOKCUYECKOTO
adderra 3arpszuureneit y I'B (CBT): B 1,5-2
pasa MeHbIIle, 4eM B KOHTPOJIbHBIX 00pa3siiax ¢ or-
CTOMHON BOJIOU, COePsKAIUX TeKCATeKaH U [~
3eqbHOe To1MBO; MuHuMaabuoe —y I'B (UHT),
410 Ha 3% MeHbIIe OTHOCUTeIHHO KOHTPOJIsA. B
Bapuanre ¢ HeTHIO MAKCHMAIbHOE CHUMKEHUE
TOKcMYecKoil Harpyakn okasbisator I'B (THT),
uro Ha 16% MenbIie, uem B KOHTpoJIe, Oaarogaps
pasBuTOll MepnepnuecKoil 1 apoMaTmIecKOM
qactu fanubix I'B mpouexoaur cBs3biBanme
YIJIEBOMOPO/IOB HETI B HETOKCUYHBIE aJ[JIYKTHI.

N3yueno meiictBue 3arpsasnuTesneil Ha
poct psicku masioil B ipucyrersun I'B u muk-
poopranmu3dmMoB-HedTeIeCTPYRTOPOB poja
Rhodococcus n KOJIMUECTBEHHO TTPOAHATM3IN-
poBaHa JIETORCUIUPYIOIas CIIOCOOHOCTDH 110-
JY4eHHOI OMOKOMITO3UIINY, C OTpeeJeHneM
Koappuimenra gerokcuraruu [15], npu srom
CPaBHUBAJIM TECT-OTKJIMK KOHTPOJIS I KOHTPOJIST

T

rB+3T -

B nipucyTcTBum 6axkrepuii poga Rhodococcus co-
BMECTHO € MOJIe/TbHBIM 3aTpsA3HUTEIEM, TaK KaK
oreHnBaJU jieficteue ToyibKo I'B Ha ucciemyemsplii
TeCT-00beKRT:

T _ RO _RM-"0+'JT -100%. (3)

Miodsr

RosmvectBeHHo letokentmpyiomiee jeii-
creue (D) I'B onenmBasim, Kak OTHOCHTENHHOE
yMeHbIeHe TOKcundeckoro adderra Moeshb-
HOTO TOKcWKaHTa B nipucyrersun I'B 1o cpas-
HEHUIO ¢ UCXOJHBIM TOKcu4YecKuM 3 derrom
3arpsIBHUTEJIS:

D= T, _TT]"B+31 ( 4)
r...—T
D — “mlo+ar ['B+at (5)

M/0+3T

CyMMupys BBITITE TIpeicTaBIeHIBIC YpaBie-
nust, kopdpuriment gerokcuranuu (1) ompese-
JISTA 4epe3 BeJMYNHBl COOTBETCTBYIONNX TECT-
OTKJIMKOB 110 YPaBHEHUSIM:

1- RrB - RI'B+')T
D= RO_—R;- 100% (6)
R,
1- RrB — Rer
D=— 22 _grﬂ -100% (7)
0 M0+ 3T
R,

JlauHblit pacuéT mo3BoJisieT O1eHNTh CTeTleHb
perorcutupyiorniero agderra, BbI3bIBaEMOTro
YMeHbIlleHueM ROHIeHTpalu MOAeJIbHOTO TOR-
cuKaHra, Ha oHe cOOCTBEHHOIO BO3JEIICTBUS
I'B na tecr-oobekr. 3nauenne roaduimenra
MIeTOKCUKAIMI 3aBUCHT TOJLKO OT CBSI3bIBAIOIIIT
criocooHoctu I'B 110 oTHOIIIEHII0 K MOJI@JIBHOMY
3arpsIBHUTETIO.

Ta6auna 1 / Table 1

Torcmueckuii aperT 3arpa3aUTeTLlNl B MPUCYTCTBUN TYMITHOBHIX BEIECTB
Toxic effect of pollutants in the presence of humic substances

Obpaser lexcaperan JlusenpHoe TOIMBO Hedrn
Sample Hexadecane Diesel gas oil Petroleum
Kourposan / Control T4+1 92+3 89+5
I'B (UHT) / HS (BFP) 72+3 84t4 837
I'B (CIIT) / HS (STP) 73+3 66+5 78+6
I'B (THT) / HS (RFP) 67+2 61+3 73+3
I'B (CBT) / HS (SHP) 92+3 D2+4 76+2
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Fig. 3. Detoxification effect of HS on hexadecane
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Puc. 4. [lerokcunupyiomuii sppexr I'B o ornomennio & [IT
Fig. 4. Detoxification effect of HS on diesel gas oil

BrisiBieHO cHUMKEHUE TORCUYeCKOTO A-
(perra rekcagerana I'B ma pscry mainyio.
MarkcumanbHbBI leToRCUTIPY O 3 derT
nposisasau 'B (CBT) u 'B (THT) 64-56
n 45—51% coorBercreenno (puc. 3). Bakrepun
R. erythropolis S67, X5 yBeqnuuBajiu feToKCH-
mupytonuii apderr I'B wa 6-47%. Swavenus D
B IIPUCYTCTBUYM MUKpoopranusmos R. erythropolis

S67, B (THT), I'B (CBT) 95-79% n 84—68%;

R. erythropolis X5u I'B (CBT), (CIIT) 82-68%
n 71-63% cooTBeTcTBEHHO, YTO COMJIACYOTCS
¢ pamee moaydeHHBIME pesyabsratamn [17].
MaxcumanbHbLT feTORCUITPY IO 53 erT
M0 OTHOIIEHWIO K JIN3eJbHOMY TOILJINBY HPO-
nemonctpuposann I'B (CBT) u I'B (THT) 52 n
43% coorBercTBeHHO (puc. 4). YIiIeBogopom10o0-
RucJjstionime Mukpoopranusmel R. erythropolis
S67 u X5 yBeJnmuuBaioT AeTOKCUIMPYIO N
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Fig. 5. Detoxification effect of HS on petroleum

apderr I'B. Hanmyurmme mokazarenn y 6moxkom-
MO3UTINN HA OCHOBEe MIKPOOpTann3MoB R. eryth-
ropolis S67 u I'B (THT), I'B (CBT) 72 u 69%
COOTBETCTBEHHO. MaKkcuManbHbIN MOKa3aTeshb
MeTOKCHKAI[MK IN3eJIbHOTO TOIIMBA POJIeMOH-
cTpupoBasin Mukpoopranusmbl R. erythropolis
X5u I'B (CBT) 76% (puc. 4).

Hasnunuwue B cocrase I'B kar 1nosisipHbIX, TaK 1
HEIOJISIPHBIX KOMITOHEHTOB BHOCHT BRJIAJI B CHI-
JKeHme ypoBHs TokcmaHocTn Hedt 1 Hedrempo-
AYKTOB, 00YCJOBICHHOE 1 HETOCPEICTBEHHBIM
cBsa3biBarmeM I'B HeTaHBIX YrIeBoOpOIOB,
n cTuMysnupytoomnm geiicrsuem I'B na tect-
00'beKT, KOTOPOE MPOSIBJISETCA B MOBBIIIEHIN
COTIPOTUBJIISIEMOCTH PACKN MaJsioii HeTSHOMY 3a-
rpsiznennio. Makcnmanbubiii kodddunment ne-
rokcukaruuny 'B (THT) u I'B (CBT) 31 u 27%
COOTBETCTBeHHO. [[00aBieHe MUKPOOPraHN3MOB
poaa Rhodococcus ygenuuuBaao 3HaueHUsT KO-
3QPUIMEHTOB JIETOKCUKATIMN: MAKCHUMAJIbLHbBIC
sHaueHus y mrammoB R. erythropolis S67 u I'B
(THT), I'B (CBT) 451 35%; R. erythropolis X5 n
I'B (CBT), I'B (THT) 38 u 35% coorBercrBemiio
(pme. D).

[Toryuennsie 3navenns KodEPUIMEHTOB
MeTOKCHRAINN MOTYT CBUJIETEJIbCTBOBATEH O
nepcrekTuBHocTn npumMenenus I'B n muk-
poopranusmoB-uedregecTpykropos R. eryth-
ropolis S67 n X5 B KRavecTBe DKOJOTUYECKU
Oe3omacHbIX 1 3(PPHERTUBHBIX peMeIaHTOB 3a-
IPA3HEHHBIX HePTHIO AKBATOPHII.

3ariaouenue

Meromom OmorecTnpoBaHuUs ompeseneHa
mpeToreunmupyomas crocoonocts I'B coBmecTHO
¢ barrepussmu pona Rhodococcus 1o ornoiie-
HITIO K YTJIeBOJ0OpOaM HeTi: MaKCUMaabHbIe
3HaueHUs1 KOIPPUINEOHTOB JeTORCUKAIUK
y Mugpoopranuamon R. erythropolis S67 n
I'B (THT) u I'B (CBT) 95-79% u 84—68%;
R. erythropolis X5 n I'B (CBT) u (CIIT)
82-68% n 71-63%.

Yeranosyieno, uro I'B Tropdos crocobHbI
CHIRATH TORCHYeCKUT dPPerT MojeTbHbIX 3a-
IpA3HATeeN Ha TeCT-00beKT — PACKY MaIylo:
rekcajekana Ha 3—23%; MU3eabHOTO TOTJIN-
Ba — 8—40%; Hedpru — 6-16%.

[Toryuennsie manHbIe MO IETORCUTINPYIO-
nieit crmocobuoctn I'B m Mmurpoopranmamos-
HeTeIecTPYKTOPOB MOTYT CJYKUTh OCHOBOI JIJIsT
pazpaboTKM GMOKOMITO3UTIIN HOBOTO TTOKOJICHS,
apderTuBHO yruausupyiomiein Heprb n Hedre-
MPOJLYKThI B 00'LEKTaX OKPYIKATOIIEI cpe/ibl (Bojia
1 TI0YBA).
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