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AHHOTaLMA

B cratbe gaH 0630p nuTepaTypHbIX AaHHbIX MO NPOM3BOACTBY BULLHW B MUpE,
OTMeYeHbl OCHOBHbIE CTpaHbl NPOM3BOANTENMN AaHHOW KynbTypbl 3a 2017 rog no
paHHbiM FAOSTAT. MpeacTasneHa nHdopmaums 06 1cnonb30BaHUM BULLHK B
MULLEBOI NPOMbIWNEHHOCTU. OTMEYEHbI OCHOBHblE PErMOHbl BO3AENbIBAHUS
atoil  KkynbTypbl B Poccun. bBonblioe BHuMmaHe B paboTe yaensietcs
BMOXMMMYECKOMY COCTaBY MNOAOB: NEPEYNCIEHBI €r0 OCHOBHbLIE KOMMOHEHTbI.
BbigeneHa ocobasi ponb (HEHONMbHLIX COEAMHEHWA, OOHWUM U3 WCTOYHMKOB
KOTOpbIX SBNSETCA BUWHSA. Bbinn  0600WeHbl [aHHble M0 COLepXaHMIo
XMMUYECKMX BELLECTB B NNOAAX BULUHW, BbIPALLEHHOM B Pa3iNYHbIX PErMoHax
Poccun 1 3apybexHbix cTpaHax. MakcumanbHOe HakonneHue ackopOuHOBOWA
KACNOTbI B Mnogax BWWHM OTMeyeHo B CeBepHo-3anagHoOM  peruoHe
Poccun — po 30,0 mr/100 r; OpeHbypxbe — go 28,0 mr/100 r, B AnTaickom
kpae — go 26,0 mr/100 r; B Monbwe - go 22,2 mr/100 r. HaumeHbluee
COAEPXaHWe OpraHnyeckux KUcnoT Obino B nnogax copToobpasuoB BULLHK,
BblpalleHHblx B Antanckom kpae — 0,20...0,45%, Jlateum — 0,3...1,0%,
Kutae - 0,17...0,18%. [lo copepxaHuio caxapoB BbiAeNUIUCcbL HuxHee
Mosomkbe - mo 14,1%, Opén -mo 14,3%, Kpeim - po  21,0%,
Nateus — po 15,4%, WUcnanma -12,4%, Monbwa - go 16,3%. Hanbonbluiee
KONMYECTBO (PeHOMbHbIX BELLECTB B NN04AX OTMEYEHO Y COPTOOOPA3L0B BULLHM,
BblpaleHHblx Ha Cesepo-3anage Poccm - pgo 2500 wmr/100 r
n Opne — go 1209,4 mr/100 r. MNpoBeas nuTepaTypHbIA aHaNK3, MOXHO caenaTth
BbIBOZ, YTO BULLHS 3aHWMaeT OAHO W3 NUAUPYIOLLMX NONOXeHun (14 mMecTo) u3
50 npogykToB NO HambornblueMy COLEPXaHWK aHTUMOKCUMAAHTOB Ha MOPLMIO,
NPEBOCXOAS TakUX M3BECTHbIX NNAEPOB, KaK KpaCHOE BUHO, YEPHOCNNB, TEMHbI
LLIOKOMaA ¥ anenbCUHOBbIN COK.

KnioyeBble cnoBa: BWLLHS; GMOXMMWYECKUIA COCTaB MNOLOB; PacTBOPUMbIE
Cyxue BEeLIeCTBA; Caxapa; OpraHuYeckue KWUCroTbl; ackopbuHoBas KUCNoTa;
(beHorbHbIe BellecTsa
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Abstract

A review of reports on cherry production in the world is given. The main cherry
producing countries for 2017 are marked according to the data of FAOSTAT.
Information on the use of cherries in the food industry is presented. The main
regions of cultivation of this culture in Russia are marked. Much attention is paid
to the biochemical composition of fruits: its main components are listed. A special
role of phenolic compounds is highlighted, one of the sources of which is cherry.
Data on the content of chemicals in the fruits of cherries grown in different
regions of Russia and abroad are summarized. The maximal accumulation of
ascorbic acid in cherry fruits was noted in the north-west region of Russia — up to
30.0 mg/100 g; in the Orenburg region — up to 28.0 mg/100 g; in the Altay
territory — up to 26 mg/100 g; in Poland — up to 22.2 mg/100 g. The least content
of organic acids was in cherry fruits grown in the Altay territory — 0.20...0.45%,
Latvia — 0.3...1.0% and in China — 0.17...0.18%. The lower Volga region (to
14.1%), Orel (to 14.3%), Crimea (to 21.0%), Latvia (15.4%, Spain (12.4% and
Poland (to 16.3%) were distinguished by the content of sugars. The greatest
number of phenolic substances in fruits was noted in cherries grown in the north-
west region of Russia — up to 2500 mg/100 g and in Orel — up to 1209.4 mg/100
g. Having carried out the literary analysis it is possible to draw a conclusion that
cherry occupies one of the leading positions (14th place) from 50 products on the
greatest content of antioxidants per a portion, surpassing such known leaders as
red wine, dried plums, dark chocolate and orange juice.

Key words: cherries; biochemical composition of fruit; dry soluble; sugars;
organic acids; ascorbic acid; phenolic compounds

BuWHA — BbiCOKOLEHHas W Haubonee pacnpoCTpaHEeHHas KOCTOYKOBAs KynbTypa, YTO
00yCrOBNEHO HEMOBTOPUMBIM BKYCOM €e MNM0A0B, MPUrOAHOCTbI0 K - Bonbliomy  Buay
nepepabotkn u Ouonornyeckumm 0COBEHHOCTAMM, ONPeaensiowUMN  ee  BblpaluyBaHue
NpaKTUYeckn BO BCeX 30Hax cafoBoacTBa Poccun. Kpome Toro, BaxHa acteTuyeckas CTOpoHa
BblpaLLMBaH1s 3TON KyNbTypbl — OTPOMHOE HacnaxaeHue focTaBnsieT benas kuneHb LBETYLWmX
BMLLHEBbIX cafoB (KonecHukosa, 2003; Banutos, 2015).

Bonblwas 4actb NpoW3BOACTBA NNOLOB [AHHOM KynbTypbl mpuxoautcs Ha Espony u
coctasnsietT 70% OT BCEro MMPOBOro MPOMU3BOACTBA, 3a Helt creaytoT Asus — 20% n CesepHas
Awvepuka — 10% (Keserovi¢ et al., 2014). Mo agaHHbiIM FAOSTAT (2019) 3a 2017 r. obbem
NPOW3BOACTBA BULLHM B Mupe coctaeun: Poccuickas Gegepauus — 205 Tbic. TOHH; Typums — 182
TbIC. TOHH; YkpauHa — 172 Tbic. TOHH; CLUA — 116 Tbic. TOHH; MpaH — 105 ThbiC. TOHH.

Menee 30...40% exerogHo NpoM3BOAMMON CIaAKON 1 TEPMKON BULLHM yNOTPebnsaeTcs B nuLLy
kak cBexue pykTbl, ocTanbHble 60...70% nepepabatbiBaloTca 40 Nope, BapeHbs, MapMenasa,
KOMMOTa, KOHLEHTPATOB W COKOB, MpenapaTtoB AN WCMONMb30BAHWS KOHAMTEPCKUMMU MMM
MOJIOYHBIMW NPEANPUATUAMM, HANPUMEP, B apOMaTU3MPOBAHHON Bbineyke, orypTe 1 NoA06HbIX
npopykTax (Picariello et al., 2016).
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OCHOBHbIM PErMoHOM BO3[erbIBaHWA 3TOW KynbTypbl B Poccun sBnsetcs: LleHTpanbHo-
YepHO3EMHbIA paKoH, tokHas YacTb LleHTpanbHoro paioHa, lNMosomxbe, CeBepHbilt KaBkas.
HekoTopoe pacnpocTpaHeHue nonyynna BuwHs B CeBepo-3anagHoOM pervoHe, Ha Yparne, B
Cubupu n Ha [anbHem Boctoke. B niobutenbckom cagoBOACTBE €€ BbipalUMBAOT BO BCEX
pernoHax Poccuu, ucknovas camyto cesepHyto vacTb (Mynsesa, 2015).

B HacTosilee Bpemsi B pesynbTaTe NoA0TBOPHONM CENeKUMOHHON paboTbl B psige Hay4Ho-
uccnegoBaTesbCkUX  yupexaeHnis, B Tom uucne, B OIBHY «Bcepoccuidckuin  HayyHo-
nccnenoBaTenbCKuil UHCTUTYT cenekum nnogosbix kynbTypy» (BHUWUCTIK) (r. Opén), nonyyeHo
MHOrO NePCneKTUBHbLIX COPTOB BULLHM, 06NaAatoLWMX BbICOKON YPOXKAMHOCTBH, HUBKOPOCHOCTbIO,
BbICOKUMM BKYCOBbIMW Ka4yecTBamil, YCTOMYMBOCTbIO K OONE3HAM 1 ApYrMMK  LEHHbIMYU
ceonctBamu (['ynsesa, 2010; MN'ynsesa, bepnosa, 2016).

Mpy OLUEHKe NULLEBON LIEHHOCTU NPOAYKUWW MAOLOBLIX KYNbTyp, B TakOW Xe CTeneHu
KOCTOYKOBbIX MIo4oB, BonblLOe 3HaYeHWe npugaetcs eé Buoxummdeckomy coctasy. B nnogax
BMLLHKM copepxuTes 9,6...29,7% pactBopumbix cyxux Belects (PCB), 6,99...13,73% caxapos,
0,71...2,17% opranuyeckux kucnort, o 30 mr/100 r ackopbuHosoit kucnoTbl, 4o 1200,0 mr/100 r
teHonbHbIX (P-akTnBHbIX) BewecTts (LUupko, Apowesuny, 1991; MakapkuHa, Cokonoea, 2011;
MakapkuHa n ap., 2012). Kpome Toro, nnoabl BUWHK cogepxaT BuTaMuHbl Bz, Be, amurganuH,
KyMapuHbl, eneso, kotoporo bornblue Yyem B abnokax (KonecHukosa, 2003). Hanunune kobanbta
W Xenesa genaet e€ nonesHbimM npu aHemusix (Mactywwkosa u ap., 2016).

AMEHHO  9nMEeMeHTbl  XMMMYECKOro CocTaBa  MMOAOB  OKa3biBalOT  MHOrOCTOPOHHEE
NONOXMUTENbHOE JEeNCTBUE Ha OpraHu3M YeroBeka. Yem Bonblle XMMUYECKUM COCTaB MiogoB
COOTBETCTBYET TPebOBaHUAM, YCTAHOBINEHHLIM Ans cHanaHCMpPOBaHHOIO NUTaHWS, TEM BbILLE UX
LieHHOCTb, a 3HaunT 1 BocTpeboBaHHOCTbL (CutoxoBa, JTyHuHa, 2011).

B nocnegHue rogbl Gonbluoe BHUMaHWE YAENsSeTcs MCCNedoBaHMIO MMOAOB BUMLLHM Kak
(DYHKUMOHanbHOrO 1 neyebHo-npodunakTuyeckoro cpeacTsa. [NpoBefeHHble WCCrnefoBaHWS
noaTeepxgatoT OnaroTBOpHOE BAUSHWE (PEHOMbHBIX COEAWHEHUM, WCTOYHUMKOM  KOTOPbIX
SIBNSETCA BULLHSA, HA OPraHM3M YenoBeka B NpOoMNaKkTuke cepaeyHo-CocyancTbIx 3abonesaHuin,
caxapHoro avabeta, paka, 0CTeonoposa, aHemuu 1 psiga apyrux 3abonesanun (Blando et al.,
2004; Bonkers et al., 2007; Kirakosyan, 2009; Traustadottir et al., 2009; BabamxaHosa,
Kapomatos, 2014; Alrgei et al., 2015; MacTywkosa u ap., 2016).

HepasHee wccnefgoBaHue, onybnukoBaHHOE B AMEPUKAHCKOM XypHane  KIMHUYeCKoro
NUTaHWA, Nokasano, YTo BULWHS 3aHumaeT 14 mecto B Ton — 50 NpoayKToB Mo HambonbLiemy
COAEpXaHWI0 aHTUOKCUAAHTOB Ha MOPLMI0, MPEBOCXOAS TakX U3BECTHbIX IMAEPOB, KaK KpacHoe
BWHO, YEPHOCNMB, TEMHBIN LLIOKOMA W aneflbCHOBLIN COK (Abid, 2012).

XUMUYECKM  COCTaB NNOAOB MMOObIX KynbTyp, KPOME COPTOBbIX OCODEHHOCTENW, B
3HaYNTENbHON CTEMEHW 3aBUCUT OT METEOPONOMMYECKNX YCIIOBUIA BEreTaLMoHHOMo nepuoaa u ot
MOYBEHHO-KNMMATUYECKMX ~ YCMOBUM  30HbI  MX  MPOM3pacTaHus, TO €CTb  NOABEPXEH
reorpadmyeckon namenunsocTn (Makapkuta, Axuyk, 2010; Khoo, 2011).

CoBpeMmeHHble BUOXMMUYECKUE UCCIEA0BaHUS HaNpaBIieHbl, NPEXAe BCEro, Ha BbisIBNEHWE
amnnuTydbl COPTOBbIX pas3nuuuin B npefenax W3y4yaemblx BUOOB W Ha OnpeaeneHve
BO3MOXHOCTEN 0TBOpa N0 BaXKHEWLLMM XUMWUYECKUM nokasatenam (KbaHosa, Kpyxkos, 2015).
[Ins NOMHOM XapaKTepPUCTWKKM HOBBLIX COPTOB MNOAOBBLIX M ArOAHbLIX KyMbTyp Heobxoguma ux
Buoxummyeckas oueHka. B uncno HeobxoauMbIx aHann3oB NMOZOB W Arog Mo BCEM KymnbTypam
BXOOMT OnpefenieHne caxapoB, TUTPYEMOW KUCIOTHOCTW, PacTBOPUMBIX CYXUX BELLECTB,
ackopbuHOBOW KMCNOTbI, P-akTUBHbIX BeLecTB. Kpome TOro, no MHOMMM KymnbTypam LiEHHbIMM
SBNSAOTCA CBEAEHWS O COLEepPXaHUM NEKTUHOBbIX BELLECTB, XNOPOreHOBOW KUCAOTbI, apbyTuHa,
kapoTuHa, chonmnesoit kucnotel 1 ap. (Ceposa u ap., 1999).

Hamn Ha OCHOBaHWM W3y4eHUs NUTEpaTypHbIX WCTOYHMKOB Oblnn 0606LLEHbI AaHHbIE MO
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COAEPKaHMIO XUMWUYECKUX BELLECTB B MNOLAX BULIHW, BbIPALLEHHOW B Pa3fMuYHbIX PErnoHax
Poccum v 3a pybexom:

KpacHogapckui kpait: caxapos — ot 5,0 o 11,0%, oprannyeckux kucnot — ot 0,8 go 1,8%,
ackopbuHoBoi kucnotel — o1 3,5 oo 14,6 mr/100 r. Mo cogepxaHMio KOMNNEKCa BUTAMUHOB M
nuLLEeBbLIM Ka4yecTBaM BblgeneHbl copTa: Kasauka, MonogexHas, Hopa-Ctap, Opnnua, Pekcene,
Yypo-BuwwHs, KnpuHa, Opdyptekasi, KpacHopapckas cnagkas (Yanas u gp., 2009);

CpefHun Ypan: pactBopuMbix cyxux Bewlects (PCB) — ot 12,0 oo 15,2%, caxapos - ot 5,1
no 10,8%, opraHnyeckux kucnot — ot 1,3 go 1,9%, ackopburoson kucnotbl — 12,1 mr/100 r.
Bonee 14,0% PCB Hakannueanu copta Anatbipckasi, IpuaHesckas, bopgosas. CogepxaHue
P-akTuBHbIX NonudeHonoB (npu cpeaHem 3HaveHun no Bcem coptam 220 mr/100 r) konebanock
oT 129 (Tarunka) go 329 wmr/100 r (AnaTbipckasl). B cpegHeypanbCKoOM COPTUMEHTE BULLHU
NyYLWMMK N0 XMMWUYECKOMY COCTaBY SIBNSNMCH copTa: puagHesckas, Anatbipckasi, V13obunbHas,
Bopposas, BorkaHka, Ypanbckas pybuHosas (HYawyxuHa, 1985);

Antan: PCB - ot 13 go 18%, caxapos — o1 7 ao 12%, opraHnyeckmx kucnot — ot 1 go 2%,
nyouneHbix Bewects — ot 0,20 go 0,45%, ackopbuHosoit kucnotel — oT 20 go 26 mr/100 r,
P-aktuBHbIX coeauHenunin — ot 160 0o 430 mr/100 r (Cy66otuH, 2002; Epliosa, 2015);

Mwuuypunck: PCB — ot 8,4 (Pomantuka) go 30,0% (®Pes), caxapos — ot 1,6 (C. besseyi) go
17,3% (Mopo3soska), opranuyeckux kucrnot — ot 0,11 (C. besseyi) go 2,63 % (BBK 10-3),
ackopbuHoBoi kucnotsl — ot 6,9 A0 34,1 Mr/100 r, P-akTUBHbIX COEAMHEHUIA: KAaTEXUHOB — OT 86
no 960 mr/100 r; aHtoumaHoB — ot 9,9 (C-39-1) po 492,8 mr/100 r (BBK 10-3) (K6aHoBa,
Kpyxkos, 2014);

Camapckas obnactb: PCB - ot 10,6 (Masik) go 34,4% (Camapckas fecepTHas), caxapoB — OT
9,35 ([eceptHas Bormkckas) o 19,80 (Masik), opraHuyeckux kucnot — ot 0,12 (3acteHyunsas) go
1,75 (Masik), P-akTuBHbIX coeguHeHuin — ot 237 (ManuHoska) go 701 mr/100 r; kKaTexuHoB — oT 76
£o 196 mr/100 r (KpynHonnogHast Bosmkckast), aHtoumaHos — ot 43,29 fo 214,27 (3acteHuunBas)
(BbbikoBa u ap.,2017);

BapHayn: B ®IBHY « HAUCC» B onbiTax Bbinu ucnonb3oBaHbl rmbpuasl: BY 89-95-48, BY
89-95-50, BY 89-95-51, BY 89-95-53. Mo buoxumuyeckomy coctaBy 3T rbpuabl NpesbiLanm
KOHTPONbHbIN copT AnTaiickas nactodka: PCB - ot 11,66 go 15,86%, caxapos — o1 7,5 80 9,0%,
ackopbuHosoi kucnoTbl — o1 11,00 go 17,00 mr/100 r (KanadomHa, 2016);

HwxHee Mosomxkbe: PCB - ot 13 o 17%, caxapos — ot 8,41% no 14,14% opraHuyeckux
kuenot — ot 0,95 go 2,04%, ackopbuHoBomn kucnotel — ot 5,04 oo 15,85 mr/100 r. Hanbonee
BbicokMM cogepxaHnem PCB (17% u 6Gonee) xapakTepusylTCs NepCrnekTUBHbIE copTa
W3obunbHas, Jugus, TemHookpalueHHas, AduHa 1 anuta Ne 2516. MakcumarnbHoe KonmyecTso
ButamnHa C (ackopOMHOBOW KWUCMOTbI) OTMEYEHO Y CRedyrLmx COpTOB: TeMHOOKpalleHHas,
Ingus, KonoputHas, Po3osas, Jlekcema (ConoHkuH, 2018);

OpeHbypxbe: PCB - ot 13,7% (dpopma MM-O-1) po 25,6% (copt barpsHas), opraHnyeckux
kuenoT — ot 1,5% (copt MnamerHast) fo 3,0% (dpopma b-3), ackopbuHOBO KMCMOTbI — OT 14 o
28 mr/100 r. MeHblMM coaepaHMeM ackopOMHOBOW KUCMOTbl XapakTepu3oBanuch (POpMbI
M-O-1, P-O-3 (14 wmr/100 r), copta MnamenHas, barpsHas (16 mr Ha 100 r), BbICOKUM — COpPT
LLaknposckas (25 mr/100 r), dpopma M-O-1 (28 mr/100 r) (CanpbikuHa, 2012);

CeBepo-3anag Poccuu: PCB — ot 13,0 go 20,6%, caxapos — o1 9,7 Ao 13,3%, opraHuyeckux
kuenot — ot 1,0 go 2,2%, ackopbuHoBoit kucnotbl 4o 25-30 mr/100 r, P-akTWBHbIX BELLECTB (B
OCHOBHOM aHToumaHoB) — Ao 2500 mr/100 r cbipoit maccel., AybunbHbIX Bewects — o 0,9%
(Opnosa, 2002);

Kpbim: cyxux Bewects — ot 14,1 (B. paspesHonuctHas w3 TOP) go 36,8% (MvkaHTHas
KHWW-3), caxapos — ot 6,9 (B. paspesHonucTHas: PaHeta) go 21% (B. octponunbyatas:
UepHaBka); opraHudeckux kucnot — ot 0,13% (B. caxanuHckas: Br-3) pgo 1,37%
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(B. neHcunbBaHckas: 1-24-1); ackopbuHosomn kucnotbl — ot 2,8 Mr/100 r (MukaHTHas Ne 5) o
19,4 mr/100 r (B. neHcunbBaHckas: 1-24-1) (KosaneHko, 2011);

Opén: PCB - ot 9,6 go 20,8%, caxapos — o1 8,36 0 14,26%, opraHuyeckux kucnot — ot 0,71
0o 2,62%, ackopbuHoBon kucnotsl — oT 1,2 go 18,7 mr/100 r, P-akTuBHbIX Bewlects oT 1584
no 1209,4 mr/100 r (Ceposa u ap., 1988; MakapkuHa, Cokonosa, 2011; MakapkuHa u ap., 2018);

Nateus: PCB - ot 10,6 go 17,9%, caxapos — ot 12 0o 15,4%, opraHunyeckux kucnot — ot 0,7
0o 3,0% (Ruisa et al., 2008);

Kurait: B pabote J. Cao (2015) 6binn nayyeHsl copta BulHu «Erdi bottermox» u «Aodex. Obluee
copepxaHue PCB no nepsomy copty coctasuno 14,24 %, no sTopomy — 15,36%; copepxaHue
rmoKo3bl — 5,82% u 4,95%; conepxanue (pykTo3bl — 3,53% 1 2,99%, Tutpyembix kucnot — 0,17 1
0,18% cooTBETCTBEHHO. AHTOUMAHbl AaHHbIX COPTOB SBMSMNCH OCHOBHBIM  MOAKIACCOM
(heHOMbHbIX CoeanHeHuin (Ha WX gonto npuxogunock 58,44...65,33% ot obuiero konuyecTsa).
ObLee copepxaHue heHorbHbIX coeanHeHnin coctasuno — 529,9 1 606,2 mr/100 T;

- Wcnanus: PCB - ot 15,0 go 23,1%, opraHuyeckux kucnot — ot 1,3 go 3,1%, rnoko3bl — 0T
6,0 o 10,0 mr/100 r; dpykTossl — ot 3,5 fo 4,9 mr/100 r (Serradilla et al., 2017);

- CWA: PCB - ot 158 po 20,2%, opraHuyeckux kucnot — oT 1,13 go 1,41%,
aHToumaHos — ot 33,08 o 391,37 mr/100 r B nnogax 6 coptoobpasyos BuwHU Montmorency,
Balaton, Erdi Jubileum, Tamaris, 25-14 (20) n 27-10 (50), BblpaLeHHbIX Ha OMbITHOM CTaHLMK
CapoBoactea YHuBepcuteTa wrata Muuuran B Knapkeaunne (Siddiq et al., 2011);

— JaHus: cymmbl heHOMNbHbIX coeauHeHuin — ot 74 po 754 mr/100 r, aHToynaHos — ot 21 fo
285 mr/100 r (Khoo, 2011);

— Cepbus: PCB - ot 12,50 go 17,60%, caxapos — ot 9,0 go 14,3%; opraHnyeckux
kuenot — 0,94...1,17% (Radicevi¢ et al., 2012);

— MNonbwa: PCB - ot 12,90 (Fortuna) o 25,15% (Stevensbaer), caxapos — ot 9,09 (Fortuna)
no 16,33% (Stevensbaer), opranudeckux kucnot — ot 0,94 (Ksiazeca) go 2,79% (Topas),
ackopbuHoBow kucnoTbl — ot 5,45 (Kelleris 14) no 22,18 mr/100 r (Morina), nektuHoB — o 0,72%
(Wilena) (Wojdyto et al., 2014).

3HaunTenbHas YacTb BbILLENEPEYNCIIEHHBIX OMOXMMMYECKMX KOMMOHEHTOB (ackopbuHoBas
KucnoTa, (OeHONMbHbIE COEAMHEHUS U [p.) BXOAAT B @HTUMOKCWAAHTHbIA KOMMMeEKC. [ocKonbKy
4enoBEeYECKNA OpraH13M He CrnocobeH CUHTE3MPOBATb 3TW BELLECTBA, 3HAUMTENbHAS YaCTb 3TUX
BeWeCcTB [OMKHa noctynatb C nuwen, 6oraton wumu. B 3TOM CBA3M POCCUACKUMM U
3apybexHbIMM - UCCefoBaTeNsaMM BedeTcs KOMMnekcHas paboTa Mo BbISIBNIEHWIO HOBbIX
BbICOKO3(PEKTUBHBIX MCTOYHMKOB MOME3HBLIX KOMMOHEHTOB B nuLle (Akumos u ap., 2019).

Ananuavpys 1 oboblas nutepaTypHble OaHHble, MOXHO CAenaTb BbIBOA, YTO BULLHS
SBNSETCA OOHMM W3 NPOAYKTOB, OoratbiX nWUTaTENbHbIMA W BUONMOMMYECKM aKTUBHBIMM
BelecTBaMu. BbipalyBaHue 3TO NNOAOBOM KyNMbTYpbl (BULLHM) C MPUMEHEHWEM YIy4LIEHHbIX
arpoTeXHUYECKUX NMPUEMOB HEOBXO4MMO He TOMbKO Ans obecneyeHust CTabunbHbIX YpOXaes,
MCMONb30BaHNA ee NNogoB B nepepaboTtke, HO M ANS MOBbILEHUS 340POBOrO MOTEHUMana
HaceneHus. V3yyeHne BUOXMMMYECKOTO COCTaBa MMOAOB CYLIECTBYHOLWETO COPTUMEHTA BMLLHM
NO3BONNT UCMONb30BaTh WMEIKLLMECS AaHHble B CENEKUMM Ha YnyuleHHbId BUOXMMUYECKMiA
COCTaB NNozaoB.
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