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Anboranus

Kuireunast MuKpo61oTa pasHoo6pasHa, U ee BIUsHME Ha 300POBbe YeIoBeKa TakKe MHOrorpaHHo. Kpome yske puBbIuHOM de-
KOTPaHCIUIAHTALMM, MOXKHO BbIIEJIATh OTHe/IbHbIE GAKTEPUM, UTO MOBBICUT 3(PGEKTUBHOCTD BBULY MO CEIEHNS TTALMEHTY IOCTOBEPHO
JKMU3HECTIOCOBHBIX MUKPOOPraHM3MOB. MbI IIPOBeJIM MeTaaHa/IM3 C LeJIbl0 M3YUeHNMs KpUTepHUER JOHOPOB 6MoMarepuaa ijis yCIenl-
HOTO BbIZI€JIEHNS KU3HECTIOCOBHBIX KYJBTYP.

Abstract

The gut microbiota is diverse and its impact on human health is multifaceted. In addition to the, already well known, fecal trans-
plantation, it is possible to isolate separate bacteria, which will increase efficiency due to introduction of reliably viable microorganisms
into the patient. We have conducted a meta-analysis aimed at studying the criteria for donors of biological material for successful
isolation of viable cultures.

Henn

HeB03MOKHO IIpefcTaBUTh ITOJTHOCTHIO 3MOPOBLIM YeJIOBEKa, CTPAJaOLIero OT AUCOYHKILMMA OSHONM U3 CUCTEM Op-
raHM3Ma. HI/ILL[eBapI/ITe,’IbeIf/'I TPAKT M KUIIEYHMK HaIIPpAMYIO BJIMSIIOT Ha Hallleé CaMOYYBCTBME, OT UX COCTOSAHMS 3aBUCUT
MMMYHUTET ¥ JasKe MeHTaJIbHOe 300poBbe [1]. CTabMIbHOCTb 06eCIIeUuMBAETCS B TOM UMC/Ie MMKPOOYOTONM, HaCe ISTIoLeNn
JKKT, ceituac ee MOSKHO ITOICEJIATH MMaLMEHTaM B Bie TPAHCIUIAHTALMM WIIM B KaueCTBe OMEeTHYeCKUX J00aBOK.

Bormpoc kpurtepueB mJisi JOHOPOB NMpy (HEeKOTPAHCIVIAHTALMM JOCTAaTOYHO HEeTaJbHO IIpopaboTaH B JMTEparype
M YTBEPKAEH B psifie peKoMeHaluii. Borpoc KputepueB ke [Jis1 JOHOPOB, Y KOTOPbIX BO3MOXKHO 3abuparh Guomare-
puast IS MOC/IeNYIOIIEro BhIIeJIeHMS ¥ YCIIEITHOIO KY/JIbTMBMPOBAHMS MTOJIE3HBIX MTPOBMOTMYECKMX IIITAMMOB, TpeOyeT
OTIeJIbHOM OLI€HKI.

Marepuaaibl ¥ METOABI

Mpi1 nipoBenu aHanu3 120 crareit, onuchIBaOIMX c60p 6uomMaTepuaa, TO eCTb (GeKaJbHbIX Macc, IS MOCIeny-
IOILIETO BBIJIEJIEHMS U KYJbTUBMPOBAHUS B HUX «IIPOOMOTHUUECKMX» MUKpoopranusMoB (Lachnospiraceae, Ruminococci,
Akkermansia muciniphila, Bifidobacteria v np.) [2]. Takske 6bUTM M3yU€HbI CTaTbM, PACKPBIBAIOIIME MHGOPMAIIVIO O TOM,
KaK HaJIMuyMe TeX UJIM MHBIX 3a00/1eBaHMII MOKET BJMSITb Ha YCIEIIHOCTh BbIIEJIEHMS M KYJIbTUBUPOBAHMS IIPOOMOTIYE-
CKUX MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB YeJIOBEKa.

PesynbTaTh!

OCHOBHBIMM TIPaBWIaMM YCIELIHOTO OTGOpa JOHOPOB OKa3aiMCh MHAEKC MAacChl Teja B IMpefeax HOPMbI,
20-25 kr/m?, OTCYTCTBME CUCTEMHBIX 3a60/IeBaHMIA, TAKMX KaK AuabeT, 3/J0KaueCTBEeHHbIe HOBOOOPA30BaHMs, KMIIey-
Hble 3a6osieBaHusl. B KauecTBe 061mMX TpeGOBaHMM MO 6E30MACHOCTY BBIABUTAIOTCS OTCcyTCcTBUe BUY-mHberuym,
renatutoB B u C, cudmnmca [3]. Takske ecTsb 60see crienybuyHbie TpebOBaHMS, BAMSIONIME HA 9PGEKTUBHOCTDb BbIfie-
JIEHUST: JOGPOBOJIbILY HE PEKOMEHJOBAH MPUEM IIPENapaToB-MHTUOUTOPOB IIPOTOHHO TOMIIbI, MMMYHOCYIIPECCOPOB,
He IOJ/DKHO 6bITh ayapeu, apyrux 3aboneBanmii JKKT B aHamHe3e B GimsKaiiiiive MeCSIIbl 1O B3SITUSI GuoMaTepuaa.
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Brina Takke o6HapyskeHa KOppessaims MeXny 30 (GeKTMBHOCTHIO BbIEJIEHNS 1 BO3PaCTOM JOHOPA, IOKAa3aBIlast, YTo
MOJIOZIbIE JIFOAYM MOT'YT AaTh 6G0jiee KaueCTBEHHbIN OyoMarepuall.

Taxyke YIIOMMHAETCS, YTO JOHOPOM (heKaIbHbIX MacC He CMOKET CTaTh IOTEHLMAIbHbI HOCUTE/Ib Pe3YCTEHTHBIX
MMKPOOPIaHM3MOB, TO €CTb PAGOTHMKY MEAULIMHCKUX YUPEsKIEHMIT, 4aCTO MOCELIAIoIye X 160 HeSaBHO IepeHecIie
rocmutanusaiymio [4]. Y genaercs yrop Ha AMETY JOHOPa — OH He JOJIKEH 3/I0YITOTPEOIIATh aJIKOTroIeM, B MEHIO JOIKHO
OBITh MHOTO PaCTUTEIbHON MUIIIN.

BoiBoabl

CyIIeCTBYIOT OIpe/ie/ieHHbIE XapaKTePUCTIKM JOHOPOB (eKaIbHbIX MacC, OHM OOIMe, BHE 3aBUCUMOCTH OT JO-
ObIBAEMOTO BMA KY/IbTYPbI. JJOHOPBI JOKHBI ObITh 30POBbBI, MUMETh HOPMAaJIbHbIN MHIEKC MaCChl T€JIa, BKIIOYATh B MEHIO
GOJIBIIIOE KOJIMYECTBO PACTUTEIBHBIX BOJIOKOH, HE MMETh CMCTEMHBIX 3a60sieBaHui. Bce 3T0O crmocob6CTByeT MUKPOOMOJIO-
TMYECKOMY PasHOOOpasuio KUIIEYHOM (UIOPHI, a8 TAKXKE ee SKU3HECITIOCOOHOCTH, UTO BasKHO IJIS1 YCIIEIITHOTO BbIAEIEHNS
«IIPOBMOTUYECKUX» MUKPOOPTraHM3MOB.

XoTs omMchiBaeMble TPeOGOBaHMS CXOOHBI C TPeOOBaHMSIMM K JOHOPaM [IJIS Iiepecagkyl heKaabHOM MUKPOOMOTHI,
IaHHBIN Pe3y/IbTAT He SIBJISeTCS TPUBMUAIBHBIM BBUIY TOTO, UTO OTPaskaeT B3ayMOCBSI3b YCIIEIITHOCTH BbIIEIEHMS MUKPO-
OpPraHM3MOB ¥ COCTOSTHUSI 3[[0OPOBbsI IOHOPA.
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