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The highest immune protection was in the Guinea pigs of 3-8 groups, which received 7,82—-3,45 million spores of Bacil-
lus anthracis UA-07.

It should be noted that the dose of 5,21 million spores caused protection in 60% of vaccinated animals, while the highest
number of spores — 6,52 million was introduced in the body of Guinea pigs, caused 70% protection. In the third group of
animals, the level of protection against the pathogenic strain of Bacillus anthracis M=71 was 80 %. An increase in the num-
ber of controversies entered to 23,45 million — has led to the protection of 100% of clams.

Thus, the strain Bacillus anthracis UA-07 in the dose from 7,82 to 23,45 million live spores provides immunity against
the introduction of 1,0x10° live spores of the Bacillus anthracis M=71 strain. Anthravac vaccine studies have shown a high
level of protection in vaccinated animals against the control strain Bacillus anthracis M—71 at a dose of 7,82-23,45 million
spores.

Anthravac vaccine, made from the Bacillus anthracis UA-Q7 strain, provided protection for Guinea pigs at doses of
9,12, 10,42, 12,38, 13,03 and 23,45 million spores at a level of 100%. The protection of Guinea pigs at the level of 80% pro-
vided vaccine doses of 7,82 million spores.
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JOCJIUKEHHA EOEKTUBHOCTI IIPOBIOTUYHOI'O
HPEIMAPATY CHHOPO-JIEKC 3A 3BACTOCYBAHHA
Y BUPOBHUYUX YMOBAX

VY crarTi HaBeneHa iH(pOPMAIS MIOA0 AOCIIKSHHS HEIIKIAIHBOCTI Ta eeKTHBHOCTI npenapary Crnopo-JeKc y BUpoO-
HUYHMX YMOBaX Ha BEJHKiil poratiif Xyno6i ta temsarax. [Ipobiotux Criopo-nekc — e cymim npodioTHaHux KyiasTyp Bacillus
licheniformis VK-25 ta Bacillus subtilis MK-3 #a npupoaHoMy craHIapTH30BaHOMY COpOEHTI (MOHTMOPHIIOHITOBIH mOpoi
Bonoaumuperpkoro microponosuiia). [Ipenapar Cropo-jekc € HeIIKiUIMBHN Ul BEIHKOi poratoi XymoOH, ITOCTOBIpHO
nigBuiiye pisenb BACK, ToMy #10ro pekoMeHIyI0Th 3aCTOCOBYBATH SIK KOPMOBY 0i0JIOTiuHy 100aBKy CIPSIMOBAHOI alamTo-
IeHHOI Ta IMyHOKOPerytouoi Jii Ha BiAr0OiBIi MOJIOAHSAKY CilIbCBKOIOCIOAAPCHKHX TBAPHH.

Bceranosneno BruiB npenapary Criopo-jiekc Ha MiKpogJIopy HITyHKOBO-KUIIKOBOTO TPakTy TBapuH. IIpu mpomy mpe-
rapar Ma€ BUpaXeHHH e(eKT, M0 IPOsBISETHCS Y IPUTHIYeHH] OakTepiil rpyny KUIIKOBOT MaJMYKY, 32 pPaXyHOK aHTaroHic-
traHoi nii mramiB Bacillus licheniformis VK-25 ta Bacillus subtilis MK-3, siki BXoasTh 10 CKJIay Ipemapary.

ExcrieprMeHTanbHI 1aHi BUBUCHHS HEIIKIIIMBOCTI Ta e()eKTUBHOCTI MPoo6ioTHKy Criopo-ieKc Ut KOpiB JaloTh MOXKIIH-
BICTB CTBEpUKYBATH Ipo Horo nmo3utuBHMH BIumB Ha BACK Ta KiIBKICTh €pPUTPOIMTIB, a TaKOXX 3HIDKEHHS KOHIIEHTpALi]
BI'KII B kaui Benuka porata xyno0a Ta TeJsrT.

Kurouogi cinoBa: «Criopo-iekc», mpoOioTHK, HELIKiUTUBICTb, Hecieln(piuHiCThb, ePEKTHUBHICTD, OaKTepil rPpyIH KUIIKO-
BOI NaJIMYKH.

IMocTanoBka npodjieMu, aHAJII3 OCTAHHIX A0CTiIKeHDb i myOaikaniii. Bukopuctanus KopMiB i
KOPMOBHUX J00aBOK, 0OpOOJIeHUX OaKTepisiMH, IO BOJOIIIOTh aHTHOAKTEPIaIbHOK aKTUBHICTIO Ta
MPOJYKYIOTh Y 30BHIIIHE cepe/loBUIe GEPMEHTH, CIPHUSIOTh KPaIlOMYy IEPETPABICHHIO [LOMY, MO-
KyTh KOMIICHCYBATH BiJICYTHICTh KOHTAKTIB TBAPHWHH 3 30BHIIIHIM CEpEIOBUINEM (TPYHT, BOJA, TIOBIT-
Psi, POCTIMHHU) B yMOBax MPOMHCIOBOro BUpoOHULITBA [1-8]. MikpoOHa KOHTaMiHaLis KOpMiB Ta 00'e-
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KTiB HaBKOJIMIIHBOI'O CEPEIOBUIIA MIPU3BOAUTH A0 BUIIEPEIPKAIOUO0] KOJIOHI3allli KUIICUHUKA HOBOHA-
POKEHHNX TBApHH MATOT€HHUMHU MiKpOOPTraHi3MaMH, 10 3HAYHO YHOBIJIBHIOE 1 HAaBITh MEPEIIKOAKAE
(hopMyBaHHIO HOPMAaJIbHOT KUITKOBOI Mikpoduiopu. ToMy BIIPOIOBK OCTaHHIX ABOX MECATHIITEH y CBi-
Ti pi3KO 3pic iHTEepec M0 Ol0JIOTIYHMX MpenapaTiB, MO0 MITATh CTabUII30BaHI KyJIbTypH CHMOIOTHIHUX
HUBHX MIKpOOPraHi3MiB abo MpoAyKTiB 1x GepmeHTauii — mpodioTukis [7-9].

VYci MonodHoKHCTI OakTepii BUKOPUCTOBYIOTH SIK [DKEPETIO €HEPTii BYTICBOAIB 1 pO3ILEILIIOIOTH iX
3 YTBOPEHHSM MOJIOYHOI KucaoTH. Ha BinMiHy Bin Oaktepiit Enterobacteriaceae, MOJTOYHOKHUCTI Oak-
Tepii 37aTHI TIIBKHA A0 OPOIiHHS, HE MICTATH TEMONPOTEiHIB, 30KpeMa ITUTOXPOMIB 1 Karajasu. Yci
MOJIOYHOKHUCITI OakTepii BOJOAIIOTH BHPAKEHOIO LYKPOJITUYHOI aKTHUBHICTIO, IO JIKUTH B OCHOBI
KJIACHYHUX CUCTEeM imeHTrdikari [18-21].

MeTta poOOTH — IPOBECTH MOCIIHKEHHS ¢(PEKTUBHOCTI Ta HEMIKIIITUBOCTI IpemapaTy Cropo-jekc
Y BUPOOHHYHX YMOBaX.

Martepiaa Ta meToau nocaizxenHs. [Ipodiotuk Criopo-nekc — e cymim npoOioOTHIHUX KYIBTYD
Bacillus licheniformis VK-25 ta Bacillus subtilis MK-3 Ha ipupogHOMY CTaHIApTH30BAaHOMY COPOCH-
Ti (MOHTMOPWIOHITOBIN TTOPOIi BomoiuMupenskoro MiCTOpOAOBHUIIIA).

[onpoBi mochimkeHHs epeKTUBHOCTI BeTepuHapHOro npenapary Crnopo-JeKe MPOBOIUIN B YMO-
Bax rocnomapcTB YepHiBerbKoi, XMenbHUIBKOI, KuiBcbkoi Ta YUepkackkoi obmacreit. [Ipu oMy mo-
CIIIHUH MpernapaT TECTYBaad Ha HEILIKIUIMBICTh Ta e(eKTHBHICTh. E(QEKTHBHICTH IJIs1 BEIMKOI pora-
T0i XynoOu BuBUaiIK Ha kKopoBax macoro 400-500 kr Ta Tensitax Baroto 60—70 Kr.

BusHauenHs KoHIeHTpallii 6akrepiit rpynu kuikoBoi najauuku (BIKII) y dekamisx TBapuH mpo-
BOJIMJIM BIIIOBIHO /10 CTaHAApTiB, TapmMoHizoBaHux 3 ISO 4831:2006 "Microbiology of food and an-
imal feeding stuffs — Horizontal method for the detection and enumeration of coliforms — Most proba-
ble number technique" [17, 22]. bioximiuHi Ta reMaToa0Tri4Hi AOCIiIKEHHS epuepuIHOi KPOBi TBa-
PYH AO0CTIKYBAJIHU 3TiAHO 3arajJbHo NMPUHHATHX MeTodiB [10-16].

OcHoOBHi pe3yJbTaTH A0CTIKeHHs. Pe3ynbTaT BU3HAUCHHS BMICTY OakTepiil rpyny KHIIKOBOI ma-
TMYKY Y (heKaisx KOpiB I yac 3acTocyBaHHs npemnapary «Cropo-iekc» BigoOpakeHo B Tabmui 1.

Tabnums 1 — BmiceT 6akTepiii rpynn KMKkoBoi najanyku y (exanisix kopis mia yac 3actocyBanns npenapatry Cnopo-
Jaexc, 1g (n=50)

I'pyma 1 I'pyma 2
Toxazsmr Hloda (1 % «CIiI}:)pO-JIeKc») (Kori{yTponb)
M=+m 0 (1,520,15)x10’ (1,35+0,3)x10’
M=+m 14 (9,6+0,6)x10° (1,29+0,56)x10’
M=+m 28 (8,5+0,4)x10° (1,31+0,3)x10’
M=+m 56 (8,240,7)x10* (1,32+0,7)x107*

Hpumitka:* — P =98 %; p<0,05.

BianoBigHO O OTpHMaHUX pPe3yJbTaTiB BCTAHOBJICHO, IO Y KOPIB, SAKi OTPUMYBAIN MPOOIOTHK
Cnopo-nekc, crioctepiraersest 3HmKeHHs koHnenTpanii BI'KII B ¢ekamnisx Bxe 3a 1Ba THXHI 3aCTOCY-
BaHHS TIpernapary.

JluHaMmika KiTbKOCTI €pUTPOITUTIB B KPOBI KOPIB I Yac 3acToCyBaHHS MPoOioTHKY CITopo-JIeKc
BimoOpakeHa B Tabmwmii 2. B pe3ynpTaTi NMPOBEACHUX IOCHTIMKEHb BCTAHOBIICHO, IO CUCTEMATHYHE
3aCTOCYBaHHS JOCIHIKYBAHOTO Tpenapary CHpusie JOCTOBIpHOMY MiJBUIIEHHIO KUTBKOCTI €pUTPOLH-
TiB Y KpOBI KOPIB.

BiamoBigHO 10 OTpUMaHUX PE3yJIbTaTiB MH MOXKEMO TaKO>K KOHCTAaTyBaTH IIPO ITiIBUICHHS Oak-
TEPULUIHOI aKTUBHOCTI CHUPOBATKH KPOBi KOPiB (Tabi. 2), Mo oTpuMyBai npobioTuk CHopo-ieKc y
MOPIBHSHHI 3 JOCHITHOIO TPYIIOH0.

TakuMm 9uHOM, €KCITIEpPUMEHTAIBHI JaHI BUBYCHHS HEIIKIIIMBOCTI Ta €(PEKTUBHOCTI MPOOIOTHKY
«Cropo-sieKkc» I KOpiB Aaf0Th MOYKJIMBICTH CTBEPIKYBATH MPO Horo mo3uTuBHUH BIumB Ha BACK
Ta KiTBbKICTh €PUTPOLIUTIB, a TaKOXK 3HIKeHHs1 KoHueHTpauii BI'KII y kai.

[Momanpmii gocimkeHHs Oyau CIpsIMOBaHI Ha BUBYCHHS BIUTUBY Mpo0OioTHKy Criopo-jekc Ha op-
TaHI3M TENAT, MPU MbOMY BHU3Hadanu koumeHtpariito bBI'KII B kaii, KUTBKICTE €pPUTPOITUTIB B KPOBI,
BACK Ta npupocTH KHUBOi Baru.

PesynpTaTi BU3HaUCHHS BMICTYy OaKTepiil IpyNy KUIIKOBOI MAIMYKH Y QeKaisxX TeasT MmiJ yac 3a-
crocyBaHHA npenapary Criopo-Jekc BimodpakeHo B Tadmii 3.
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Tabnuus 2 — I'emaToioriuni Ta 6ioxiMiyHi mokasHHKHM KPOBi KOPiB mia yac 3acTocyBaHHs npenapaty «Cnopo-iekc»,

Mz=m, n=50
I'pyna 1 I'pyna 2
(1 % «Cnopo-nekc») (KoHTpoms)
II 0 X ;
ORAHIE Hloba Epitponuty, BACK, Epitponuty, BACK,
T/n % T/n %
Mz+m 0 5,8+0,2 34,2+1,2 5,9+0,18 354+14
Mz+m 14 6,7+0,12 40,4+1,3 6,2+0,2 36,7+1,75
Mz+m 28 7,2+0,15 42,1822 6,0+0,25 35,715
Mz+m 56 7,4+0,18* 44,8+1,1* 6,1+0,15% 37,1+1,75*

Hpumitka:* — P <0,05.

Tabmuns 3 — BmicT 6akTepiif rpynu KHIIKOBOI NAJIMYKH Y (peKaTifAX TeJAT MiA Yac 3acTocyBaHHA npenapaTty Cropo-

Jaekc, g, M+m, n=30

I'pyma 1 I'pyma 2
Howasmix Hoda (1% «CI;[}:)po—neKc») (Koi};ponb)
Mz*m 0 (0,620,22)x10’ (0,85+0,15)x107
Mz*m 14 (7,8+0,5)x10° (0,92+0,6)x10’
M+m 28 (7,740,25)x10° (1,120,7)x107
Mz+m 56 (7,3+0,3)x10* (0,93+0,4)x107*

Opumitka:* —p =98 %; p<0,05.

B pesynbraTi npoBeAeHUX AOCHIPKEHb BCTAHOBJICHO, 110 3aCTOCYBaHHs Npenapary «Crnopo-ieKkc
crpusie 3HmwKeHHIo KinbkocTi BI'KII B xaui TensT nounHaoun 3 14 qHs HOro 3aCTOCYBaHHS.

Tabnuus 4 — Tematostoriyni Ta 6ioxiMiuni mokasHMKH KpoBi TeJsAT mig yac 3acrocyBanns npenaparty «Crnopo-jexc»,

M=+m, n=30
I'pyna 1 I'pyna 2
(1 % «Cnopo-sekc») (Kontpoin)
I1 o
ORA3HHK Hoba Epitpumuru, BACK, Epitpumury, BACK,
T/n % T/n %
M+m 0 6,9+0,12 42+1,75 6,8+0,15 43+1,6
M+m 14 7,2+0,15 45+1,8 7,0+0,2 44+1,5
M+m 28 7,45+0,12 47425 6,9+0,12 42+1,2
M+m 56 7,5+0,17* 474225 6,8+0,17* 40+1,75

Hpumitka:* — P <0,05

Bmiue npo0ioTrky «Cropo-Jieke» Ha KiIBKICTh €PUTPOLIMTIB B KPOBI TEJIAT BiIOOpaXKeHO B Tald-
muui 4. [Ipy 11pboMy BCTaHOBJICHO, IO CHCTEMAaTHYHE 3aCTOCYBAHHS 3raJlaHOTO BHIIE IpeTapaTy CIpH-
si€ JOCTOBIPHOMY MiABHILICHHIO KIIBKOCTI €PUTPOLMTIB B KPOBI BXKE IMOYMHAIOYM 3 MEPIINX THKHIB
3aCTOCYBaHHS, a TakKoX (ikcyBaiu gqocropipHe migsuieHHs BACK nmounnarouun 3 28 IHS 3aCTOCYBaH-
HS [Ipenapary.

Barosi kputepii ocniAHUX TBapUH BigoOpakeHo B TaOIUI 5.

BcranoBneHo, o TBapuHH, SKi OTpUMYBaiIu NMpoOioTHK CHOpO-JIeKC 3a MEepioJl CIOCTEPEKECHHS
HaOpaju B CEpeIHbOMY Ha 6,4 KI Bard Oijibliie Y HOPIBHSAHHI 3 KOHTPOJILHOIO IPYIIOKO.

Tabmuns 5 — CepeTHHOCTATHCTHYHA BAra OJHi€i TBADHHY B JOCTiTHIN Ta KOHTPOIBHIl rpynax Teasrt, xr (n=30)

I'pyna 1 I'pymna 2
Towasmmx Hoba (1% «Clil};po—nexc») (KOI:-I}”IFpOHL)
M=+m 0 62,442,775 63,1+3,1
M+m 14 69,6+3,0 69,3+2,75
M+m 28 77,3£2,5 74,7+2.2
M+m 56 92,6+1,25* 86,2+1,75*

*— P =98 %; p<0,05.

BucnoBku. 1. [Ipenapart «Criopo-jiekc» € HEMIKiITMBUHN TS BEIUKOT poratoi XyJo0H, JOCTOBIPHO
migsuinye piseHb BACK, mOIiIBHO 3aCTOCOBYBAaTH SIK KOPMOBY Ol10JIOTIYHY J00aBKY CIPSMOBAaHOI
aanTOreHHOI Ta IMyHOKOPETYIOYOi Jii Ha BIATOAIBII MOJOIHAKY CITECHKOTOCIIOAAPCHKUX TBAPHH.
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2. Bcranorneno BIMB mpemnapary Cropo-jeke Ha MiKpoguiopy HUIYHKOBO-KHITKOBOTO TPaKTy
tBapuH. Ilpu nboMy npenapar Cropo-IeKc Mae BUPAKCHUN €EKT, IO MPOSIBISETHCS Y MTPUTHIYCHHI
OakTepiit TPyNH KHUIITKOBOI MAJIMYKH, 32 PaXyHOK aHTaroHicTwmdHOI Ail mramiB Bacillus licheniformis
VK-25 Tta Bacillus subtilis MK-3, sixi BXOASTH 10 CKJIaay IIpemapary.
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HccnenoBanne 3¢p(pekTHBHOCTH NMpPoOMoOTHYecKOro npenapara «Cnopo-Jlekce» 1isi IpuMeHeHHs] B NPOU3BOACT-
BeHHBIX YCJIOBHSIX

Cxpunka M. B., Kosanenko B.JL., Mauycbkuii A.B., MAUYCBKA B.A., Anb-0kxyp Tapex Sxiia’

B crarse mpezncraBiaeHa MHGOpMAUS 110 HCCIENOBAHHIO 0e3BpeNHOCTH M d(dekTuBHOCTH HpemapaTta Cropo-iekc B
MIPOU3BOJICTBEHHBIX YCIOBHAX HAa KPYHMHOM POTaTOM CKOTe H Teisirtax. [Ipobuornk Cropo-Jiekc — 3To cMech MpoOHoTHIec-
Kux Kynsryp Bacillus licheniformis VK-25 u Bacillus subtilis MK-3 Ha ecTeCTBEHHOM CTaHIApTH3UPOBAHHOM COpPOCHTE.
[Ipenapar Criopo-yiekc sBisgeTcst O0e3BpeHBIM Ul KPYIIHOTO POraToro CKOTa, JOCTOBEpHO MoBhImaeT ypoBeHb BACK mos-
TOMY €r0 PEKOMEHAYETCs MPUMEHATh KaK KOPMOBYIO OHOJIOTMYECKYIO 100aBKY HANpPaBIEHHOTO aJalTOTeHHOTO U MMMYHO-
KOPPETUPYIOIIETO AHCTBUS HA OTKOPME MOJIOAHSKA CETbCKOXO03SHCTBEHHBIX )KUBOTHBIX.

VYcranosieHo BiamsiHKE npenapara Criopo-jeKkec Ha MEKPOQIIOpPY JKeIIyTOYHO-KHIISYHOTO TPaKTa )XUBOTHBIX. [Ipn aToM
npenapaTt Criopo-JieKkc HMeeT BBIPaKCHHBIH 3 (EKT, IMPOSBIIONMIACS B YTHETCHUH OaKTepuil IpyINIbl KUIIEYHOH Mal0vKy,
3a CYeT aHTarOHUCTHYECKOTO NeicTBHs mtaMMoB Bacillus licheniformis VK-25 u Bacillus subtilis MK-3, xoTOpBIe BXOZST B
COCTaB IIpernapara.

DKcreprMeHTalbHbIe JaHHbIe n3ydeHus 6e3BpeqHocTH U 3P dekTHBHOCTH podbroTika «Cropo-aeKke» Iisi KOPOB JAroT
BO3MOKHOCTb YTBEPXKJIATh O €T0 MoJoxuTensHoe BausHie Ha BACK 1 koan4ecTBO 3pUTPOIMTOB, a TAKKE CHIKEHHE KOH-
nertpauun BI'’KII B xane kpymHOTro poraroro cKorta U TemsTax.

KunroueBbie cinoBa: Criopo-iieke, mpoOHOTHK, O€3BpeAHOCTh, HecreuUIHOCT, 3P(HEeKTUBHOCT, OAKTEPUH TPYIIIbI
KHIICYHOH NaJIOYKH.

Research of the probiotic efficiency preparation “sporo-leks” for use in field

Skrypka M. V., Kovalenko V. L., Machuskyy O. V., Machuska V. A., Al-bkur Tarek Y.

Microbial contamination of feeds and objects of the environment leads to a protractive colonization of the intestines of
newborn animals with pathogenic microorganisms, which significantly slows down and even prevents the formation of nor-
mal intestinal microflora. Therefore, over the past two decades in the world, interest in biological preparations that has been
implicated in stabilized cultures of symbiotic living microorganisms or products of their fermentation — probiotics has in-
creased.
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The goal of the work was to conduct a study of safety and efficiency of the preparation "Sporo-leks" in the production
environment.

Probiotic "Sporo-leks" is a mixture of probiotic cultures of Bacillus licheniformis VK-25 and Bacillus subtilis MK-3 on
a natural standardized sorbent (montmorillonite rock of the Volodymyretske field).

Field researches of the efficiency of the veterinary preparation "Sporo-leks" were conducted in Ukrainian farms in Cher-
nivtsi, Khmelnytsky, Kyiv and Cherkasy regions. In this case, the test preparation was tested for harmlessness and efficacy.
Efficiency for bovine animals was studied on cows weighing 400-500 kg and calves weighing 60-70 kg.

The determination of the concentration of bacteria in the E. coli group (BGKP) in faeces of animals was carried out in
accordance with the standards harmonized with ISO 4831: 2006 "Microbiology of food and animal feeding stuffs — The most
probable number technique." Biochemical and hematological studies of peripheral blood of animals were investigated ac-
cording to commonly accepted methods.

According to the obtained results, it was found that in cows receiving the probiotic "Sporoz-leks" there was a decrease in
the concentration of BGKP in feces in the two weeks of application of the preparation.

As a result of the conducted research it was established that the systematic use of the study preparation contributes to a
significant increase in the number of red blood cells in the blood of cows and increase the bactericidal activity of serum in the
experimental group.

As a result of the conducted researches, it was found that the use of "Sporo-leks" contributes to reducing the amount of
BGKP in feces calves from the 14th day of its application. But the systematic use of the above mentioned product contributes
to a significant increase in the number of erythrocytes in the blood from the first weeks of use, as well as a significant in-
crease in BASK from the 28 days of application.

Animals receiving probiotic "Sporo-leks" during the observation period gained an average of 6.4 kg over the control group.

Conclusions. 1. The preparation of "Sporo-leks" is safe for the cattle, significantly increases the level of BASK, it is ex-
pedient to use as a feed biological additive directed adaptogenic and immune-regulating effect on fattening young animals of
farm animals.

2. The influence of "Sporo-leks" on the microflora of the gastrointestinal tract of animals was established. At the same
time the preparation "Sporo-leks" has a pronounced effect, which is manifested in suppression of the bacteria of the intestinal
stem, due to the antagonistic action of strains Bacillus licheniformis VK-25 and Bacillus subtilis MK-3, which are the part of
the product.

Key words: «Sporo-leks», probiotic, safety, non-specific, efficiency, E. coli group bacteria.
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TIpAT «Texnonoz»

IHOPIBHAJIBHA E@EKTUBHICTb HOBOI'O BITYUU3HAHOI'O
AHTHUBAKTEPIAJIBHOTI'O ITPEITAPATY HA OCHOBI KOJIICTUHY
3A JIIKYBAHHA KOJIBAKTEPIO3Y TEJIAT

BuBueHa g4yTIIMBICTh KOJICTHHY, aHTHO10THKA KJIAaCy MOJIIMIKCUHIB, 10 i30JTiB Escherichia coli, BURiIeHUX BiJ XBOPUX
Ha KoJi6akTepio3 Tesst. [IpOBOAMIN TECT Ha YyTJIMBICTh MOJBOBUX IITAMIB KHIIKOBOI MAaJHYKH JO KOJICTHHY METOJOM [IH-
Gbysii B arap 3 BUKOPHCTAHHSIM CTaHIAPTHUX MAlCPOBHX JHUCKIB 3 KOJMICTHHOM. TakoX METOIOM CepifiHHX pO3BEACHb B Pij-
KOMY MO)KHBHOMY CEpEeIOBHIL BU3HAYATIM MiHIMaJbHI iHr10yroui KoHIEHTpalii KoiicTiHy B npenapari Kositex, Ta B aHano-
riYHOMY 3a {04010 PEYOBHHOIO Ta JIiKapchKoo (HOpPMOIO mpemnapari nopiBHsIHH ['ipakca, 1Uisl BUIICHHX IITaMiB KHIIKOBOT
nanudky. Pe3ynpTaT mokasaid, IO KOJICTHH y CKiIaji 000X MmperapaTiB BOJOMAIE€ BHCOKHUM CTYIIEHEM OaKTepiocTaTHYHOI
aKTHBHOCTI BiJHOCHO 30yIHHKA KULIKOBOI iH(pekuii y tenst — i3omsaTiB Escherichia coli. PiBenb GakTepiocTaTHYHOI aKTHB-
Hocrti npenapatiB Komitex i I'ipakca 6yB ognakoBuM: 11 i3omari Escherichia coli 6ym aytmusumu (84,6 %), mo oqHOMY —
noMipHO gyTiuBUM (7,7 %) 1 peauctentHUM (7,7 %) 10 KOJTICTUHY.

IIpoBeneHi MOPIBHSIBHI OCHIIKEHHS TepareBTHIHOI eekTHBHOCTI npenapariB Komitex i ipakca 3a jikyBaHHS KO-
GakTepio3y Tenar. Pesynprary 3acBimunnm, mo npenapar Komitex € eekTHBHIM XiMiOTepalleBTHIHUM 3aCO00M 32 JIIKYBaH-
HS TEJIAT XBOPUX Ha KOJiOAKTEpio3, 3yMOBJICHOTO YyTJIMBUMHU [0 KOJICTHHY LITaMaMH KHIIKOBOI nanuyku. EdexTusHicTh
npenapaty KojiteX, y peKOMEHIOBaHHX /103aX, CHOCO0I BBEACHHS Ta TPUBAIOCTI 3aCTOCYBaHHs, HE IOCTYIaIacs epeKTHB-
HocTi mpenapaty ['ipakca. TepaneBruyna edekTHBHICTH 000X IpenapariB 3a JiKyBaHHs KOJi0aKTepio3y TENsT CTAaHOBWIIA
90 %. 3a nepiox gociimKeHb He 0yo 3adiKcOBaHO KOAHOTO BUMAAKY 3arnderni TBapHuH.

Kurouosi cioBa: Temnsita, konibakrepios, aHTHOAKTEpialIbHUI MIpenapar, KONICTHH, YyTIUBICTh, TePANeBTHYHA ePEKTH-
BHICTb.

© Creupko T. L., Magoecokuii B. H., Ay6in O. M., 2018.

138



