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Bila Tserkva Nati . To date, pathogenic and opportunistic microorganisms are common. From the biological material col-
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ylococcus spp. Streptococcus spp. Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Enterococcus faecalis, Esherichia coli. From
the biological material collected from the site of wound development, the predominant microflora were in
cattle: Bac. megaterium, Acinetobacter spp. 17.65 %, Enterococcus faecalis, Pseudomonas spp: Staph.
epidermidis, Staphylococcus spp., Micrococcus luteus, Streptococcus spp., Staph. aureus, Bac. subtilis,
Proteus spp., Enterococcus faecalis, Esherichia coli, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Staph. simulans, Staph.
intermedius, Staph. sciuri, Acinetobacter spp., Pseudomonas spp. The predominant microflora of the
biological material collected during the development of endometritis were in cattle: Micrococcus luteus,
Enterococcus faecalis, Staph. aureus, Staph. chromogenes, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Staph. haemolyticus,
Staph. gallinarium, Staph. simulans, Staph. eguorum, Streptococcus spp. From the results obtained, it can
be concluded that in cattle we most often identified Micrococcus luteus — 15.39 % and Enterococcus
Saecalis — 13.46 % in the study of endometritis, Micrococcus luteus — 23.53 %, Staphylococcus spp. —
23.53 %, but for the study of abscesses of Micrococcus luteus — 20 %, Escherichia coli — 13.33 % of deer for
the study of wounds of Escherichia coli — 21.05 %, Staph. aureus — 15.79 % of wounds, and abscesses of
Staph. aureus — 31.81 %, Escherichia coli—27.27 %.

Key words: microorganisms, cattle, deer, wounds, endometritis, abscess, Staphylococcus aureus,
Streptococcus pyogenes, Escherichia coli.

JocaigxeHHs MiKpogJIiopy BeJIMKOI poraToi Xy/1001 Ta 0JIeHiB 32 PO3BUTKY PaH,
a0cueciB Ta eHIOMETPUTIB

I. O. YemepoBchbka™

binoyepriscokuii Hayionanvhuti acpapruti ynisepcumem, m. bina Ilepxea, Yrpaina

Ha cvboeooniwnitl Oenv nowupeni namoz2enni ma yMogHo-namozenti mikpoopeanizmu. 13 6ionoeiunoeo mamepiany 6idiopanozo 3 micys
PO36UMKY abcyecy nepesax)caroyoro Mikpoguopoio oyau y geauxoi poeamoi xydobu: Micrococcus luteus, Esherichia coli, Enterococcus
faecalis, Staph. epidermidis, Bac. subtilis, Staph. intermedius, Staph. aureus, Streptococcus spp, Staph. haemolyticus, Staph. eguorum,
Staph. cohnii, Staph. felis, Corinebacterium xerosis, Kocuria rhizophia, Enterobacter spp., Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Pseudomonas spp.; y
onenig: Micrococcus luteus, Staph. epidermidis, Bac. megaterium, Staphylococcus spp., Streptococcus spp., Pseudomonas aeruginosa,
Enterococcus faecalis, Esherichia coli. I3 6ionoziunozo mamepiany 6idi6pano2o 3 Micys po36UmKy pan nepesaxdcarodor Mikpogiopoio 6ynu
y BPX: Bac. megaterium, Acinetobacter spp., 17,65 %, Enterococcus faecalis, Pseudomonas spp., Proteus spp., Staphylococcus spp., Micro-
coccus luteus; y onenig: Staph. epidermidis, Staphylococcus spp., Micrococcus luteus, Streptococcus spp., Staph. aureus, Bac. subtilis, Pro-
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teus spp., Enterococcus faecalis, Esherichia coli, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Staph. simulans, Staph. intermedius, Staph. sciuri, Acinetobacter
spp., Pseudomonas spp. I3 bionoeiunoco mamepiany 8idibpanoeo 3a po3gumky eHOOMEmpumy nepesaicalouoio mikpoguopoio oyau y BPX:
Micrococcus luteus, Enterococcus faecalis, Staph. aureus, Staph. chromogenes, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Staph. haemolyticus, Staph.
gallinarium, Staph. simulans, Staph. eguorum, Streptococcus spp., Pseudomonas spp. 3 o0epacanux pe3ynivmamie MONCHO 3p0OUMU 8UCHO-
60K, wjo 6i0 BPX naituacmiwe mu ioenmugpikosyseanu npu 0ocniodxceni endomempumie Micrococcus luteus — 15,39 % ma Enterococcus
faecalis — 13,46 %, mixpobionociuni docniodcennsn pan Micrococcus luteus — 23,53 %, Staphylococcus spp. — 23,53 %, a om 3a 0ocniodcenns
abceyecie Micrococcus luteus — 20 %, Escherichia coli — 13,33 % 6i0 onenis 3a docnioscenns pan Esherichia coli — 21,05 %, Staph. aureus —
15,79 % 3a pan, ma abcyecis Staph. aureus — 31,81 %, Esherichia coli — 27,27 %.

Kniouogi cnosa: mipoopeanizmu, eéenuxa pozama xyooba, onewi, panu, endomempum, abcyec, Staphylococcus aureus, Streptococcus

pyogenes, Escherichia coli.
Beryn

MikpoopraHi3MH HOIIUPEH] 10 BCiil 3eMHI KyIi, BOHU
€ BOJIMBOIO JIAHKOIO y TepepoOIli MOKUBHUX PEUYOBHH B
yciX eKocucTeMax. 3a CHPUATIUBHX U HUX YMOB YMOB-
HO-TIATOTeHHI Ta TMaToreHHl OakTepii MOXYTh BpaKaTu
TBapHH, JIFOJCH 1 BUKIMKATH 1HGEKIiiHI mporecy (paHu,
adcrecH, EHIOMETPHUT TOIIIO).

bakrepianbhi iH}eKkUil BUKIMKAIOTH Cepilo3HE 3aHe-
NOKOEHHS JJIsl TJ00ajdbHOI Tay3li OXOPOHHM 310pOB’S
TBapuH. AepoOHi abo QakynbTaTiBHI OakTepianbHi 30y.-
HUKH, Taki sk Staphylococcus aureus, Streptococcus
pyvogenes, Pseudomonas  spp., Escherichia  coli,
Enterococci spp., € HaWIomMpeHIMMH 30yIHUKaMH.
(Roy et al., 2017; Puca et al., 2021). YnoBitbHEHHA TIpO-
[IEC 3arO€HHS PaH MPU3BOAWUTH 0 (OPMyBaHHS XPOHid-
Horo mepediry (Kadam et al., 2019). A me 36inbmye o¢i-
HAHCOBI BHTPATH, OCKUIBKA BHMAra€ TPHBAJIOrO JIKy-
BaHHA. 3a3BHYail aHTHOIOTHKHU Ta aHTUCENTHKHU IIMPOKO-
T0 CHEKTpPY Aii 4aCTO BUKOPHCTOBYIOTHCS IJIS JIIKyBaHHS
TBapUH Ta MPU3BOIATH 0 3HWKEHHSI EKOHOMIYHOI e(ek-
tuBHocTi (Norman et al., 2016; Gueltzow et al., 2018) 3a
PO3BUTKY TBapUWHHHIITBA. BUKOPUCTAHHS aHTHUOIOTHKIB
LIMPOKOTO CHEKTPY [il € TOJIOBHUM (DaKTOpOM TIOSIBU
PE3UCTEeHTHUX OaKTepiil 1 MaToreHiB 3 MHOXHHHOIO JIiKa-
PCBKOIO CTIHKICTIO, 30KpeMa 3a HassBHOCTI paH (Corsini et
al., 2020). Kpim Toro, paHu po3TiIagaroThes SIK pe3epBya-
pu UIA Tepemadi CTIMKUX OaKTepii JFOIIM 3a TICHOTO
koHTakTy (Li et al., 2018; Wee et al., 2020) 3 TBRapuHAMH.

OxpiM BuIIe 3rafjaHuX 3aXBOPIOBaHb, Y TBAPHH YaCTO
JiKapi BeTepuHApHOI MEAWIMHHM BHSABJSIFOTH a0CIECH —
3arajieHHs], sIKe BUHUKA€E BHACIINOK iH(EeKIIT B TKAaHUHAX,
0 MOXKe OyTH HacIiIKOM YKYyCiB KOMax, TpaBM abo
IHGEKIIITHUX 3aXBOPIOBAHbB, SKI YaCTO CYIPOBOKYHOTHCS
HaOpsikoM, mouyepBoHIHHAM 1 OoneM. ABropu (Hullahalli
et al., 2021) 3a3HavaroTh, MmO adcrec — e OakTepiaabHA
iH(eKLis, SKa BUHAKAE BHACIIJOK MOTPAIUISTHHS Y MOLI-
KOJDKeHI TKaHWHU Oakrtepii. Haltuacrime 3a po3BHTKY
abcreciB  i30mor0Th Taki 30ymHuku: Esherichia coli,
Staphylococcus  epidermidis, Staphylococcus —aureus,
Pseudomonas aeruginosa (Siqueira et al., 2020). Le cBia-
YUTh, MO iH(EKiHHI MPOIECH Y TBAPHH y HAIl 4Yac €
MTOIIUPEHO0 MPOOJIEMOI0, OCKIJIBKH MIKPOOPTaHi3MH, sKi
BUKJIMKAIOTh JIaHy po0JieMy, TeX PO3MOBCIOKeHI. BoHn
MOXYTh HaOyBaTH CTIHKOCTI 10 aHTHOIOTHKIB, 1O Hera-
THUBHO BIUIMBA€E Ha MOJaJIbIIe JTIKyBaHHS.

OkpiM paH 1 abcrieciB, HOMNUPEHUM 3aXBOPIOBAHHIM Y
CaMOK € PO3BHTOK €HJOMETPHTIB, SIKI XapaKTepU3y€EThCs
PO3BUTKOM 3allaJIeHHS BEPXHBOI CIHM30BOT OOOJIOHKH
MaTKd — CHJOMETpis, a 3a yCKJIaIHeHb — 3allOBHEHHIM
TOPO’KHUHMA MATKH THIHHHM €KCYyJaTOM. 3aXBOPIOBaHHS

PO3BHBAETHCS M 4Yac JoTeiHOBOI a3y i mporecTepoH
BiZIrpa€ KJIIOYOBY POJIb ISl BCTAHOBJIEHHS 1H(EKIii BU-
CXITHUMH YMOBHO-TIATOT€HHUMH OakTepisMu. 30ynHH-
KOM, SIKUH HalJacTille BHAUIAIOTH 3 IMOMETPH MaTKH, €
Escherichia coli (Broshkov et al., 2023). I3 3axBoproBaH-
HSM IIOB’3aHUH IUPOKUH CIIEKTP KIIHIYHUX O3HAK, 5K Y
Ba)KKUX BHIIAJKaX MOXKYTh CTAHOBHUTH 3arpo3y AJIA JKUT-
Ts. TakoX BUALIAETHCS 3a PO3BUTKY MIOMETPU Yy TBapHH
Staphylococcus aureus, KAl € OTHUM 13 OCHOBHHX 30y1-
HUKIB, [I0 MEIIKAa€ Ha Tl TBapUHHM, 1 332 CIPHUATIMBUX
YMOB ILIefl MIKpOOpraHi3M MO)K€ CTaTH IaTOTCHOM Ta
BUKJIMKATH JIOKaJi30BaHi abo cucteMHi iHdekuii (Siqueira
et al., 2020).

TakuM uYuHOM, BenMKa KiIbKICTh OakTepil Binmirpae
KITIOYOBY POJIb Y PO3BHUTKY iH(EKIIHHUX MPOIECIB B Op-
ra”i3Mmi TBapmH. BOHM MOXXyTh MOTPAILIATH B MaKpoOOp-
TaHi3M Yepe3 pi3Hi IUIIXH, Taki K KOHTAKT 3 iH(ikoBa-
HUMH TBapHHaMH, 4epe3 XapyoBi MPOAYKTH ab0 HaBKO-
JMIIHE CepeloBHILe, 3a TPaBMyBaHHA Towlo. [licis mpo-
HUKHEHHS| MIKPOOPTI'aHI3MH MOYHMHAIOTH PO3MHOXKYBATHCS
Ta B3aEMOJISITH 3 OPraHi3MOM TOCIOAaps, 110 4acTo HpH-
3BOJIUTH JI0 PO3BUTKY iH(eKIiitHOro npouecy. OmnHi Oak-
Tepii MOXKYTh BUKJIMKATH NIMPOKUI CHIEKTP 3aXBOPIOBAHb,
BiJl MIKipHUX iH(}eKmii mo cerncucy. [Hmi GakTepii BHIi-
JISIFOTH TOKCHHM, SIKi ITOIIKO/DKYIOTH TKAaHWHHM 1 OpraHd
TBapWHU, YAM CHPHUSIOTH PO3MOBCIOHKEHHIO 1HQEKIl.
3acTocyBaHHS aHTHOIOTHKIB 3 METOIO 3HHUIIECHHS ITaToTe-
HiB TIPU3BEJIO J0 PO3BUTKY CTIMKHX (POPM MIiKpOOpTaHi3-
MIB, sIKi 34aTHI IIBHIKO IMOIIMPIOBATHCS HE JIHIIE CEPel
TBapuH, a ¥ cepe JIoAeil.

Meta gocigKeHHs

Buninenns, ineHTudikailis Ta OPiBHIHHSA HaTOTCHHOT
Mikpodiopu 3 GioJoriyHoro marepiany 3a iH(GEKIIHHUX
€HJIOMETPHTIB, paH Ta aOCLeCiB y BEIUKOi poraToi Xymao-
6w 1 osieHiB.

Martepiana i MeToan 10CTiTKeHb

Jocnipkennst Oynu BUKOHAaHI Ha 0a3i HaBYAJIbHO-
HAyKOBOI J1aboparopii MOJIEKYJISIpHOT TIarHOCTHKU Ta Hay-
KOBO-IOCTIAHOT J1aboparopii MiKpOOiOJOriYHMX METOZIB
JociipkeHHs, kadenpu MikpoOionorii Ta Bipycousorii
®BM bBinonepkiBChbKOro HalliOHAJIBHUNA arpapHOro yHiBe-
peutery, M. bina LlepkBa, Ta HayKkoBoO-1OCIHiTHOTO OakTe-
piosorigHoro Bimminy JlepskaBHOrO HayKOBO-JOCIIITHOTO
IHCTUTYTY 3 Ja0OPaTOPHOI JIarHOCTHKH Ta BETEPUHAPHO-
caritapHoi excreptmzu  (JHAUIABCE), wm. KuiB. VYci
MaHIIyJsLii 3 TBApHHAMH BUKOHYBAIIHCS 3 YpaxyBaHHIM
3akony Ykpaiam “TIpo 3aXucT TBapwH Bifi JKOPCTOKOTO
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noBopkeHHs1”. Pobora oOMexyBasacst BigbopoM Oiosoriy-
HOTo MaTepiajiy Bill KMBHX TBapHH IiJ 4Yac MPOBEICHHS
JIIarHOCTUYHMX Ta JIIKYBaJIbHUX 33aXOJiB B YMOBaX poOOTH
BerepuHapHuX KiiHIKk ®BM BinonepkiBcbKoro HarioHa-
JIBHUI arpapHOTO YHIBEPCHTETY, Ha MHCIHMBCBKUX YTilIiX
Ta ¢pepMax. Bigdip OiosorivHOTO Martepiady BHUKOHYBAaIH
JIO0 TIOYATKY JIIKYBaHHS TBapWH MPOTHMIKPOOHUMH TIperna-
patamu. Yci mpouedypu 3 TBapMHAMHM BHKOHYBAJIHCA 3
BHUKOPHCTaHHSAM 3aCO0IB 1HAMBIAYAIBHOTO 3aXUCTY. 3pa3Ku
BIMPABISUTHCS 10 J1abopaTopil IpoTsAroM 2 rOAWH y TpaH-
CIIOPTHOMY KOHTEHWHEpi, CyMIi-XOJOAWIBHUKY, 3 METOI0
3a0e3nedyeHHs] CTabUIBHOCTI BifiOpaHOro GiOJIOriYHOTO
Marepiaiy 1 3Be€HHS 10 MiHIMyMY BIUIMBY Pi3HHX YHHHH-
KiB, III0 MOKYTb 3MIHUTH IXHIH CKJIa.

Bionoriunmii mMarepiana AOCTAaBISUIM BiJl KOXKHOI TBa-
PUHE B OKpeMHUX J00pe 3aKPUTHX TPAHCIIOPTHUX MPOOip-
Kax. Yci 3pasku Oynu IpOHYMEpPOBaHI, BKa3yBalH BH],
CTaTh, KIWYKY, KJIiHIKY a00 X TroCIomapcTBo, ne OyB
BifiOpanuii Marepian. Ha koxHy TBapuHy, B siIKOi BijOu-
panu OloJjoriyHuii mMarepian, OyJio CKIaJIeHO CYHpOBil-
HUIl JIMCT, B SIKOMY 3a3Hayaid BUJA OlomMarepiany, BHI
TBapUHHU, TEPMIH 1epediry XBopooH, 4 OyJI0 IPOBEAECHO
TOTIePE THE JTIKYBaHHs TOIO. Bindip 3paskiB marepiaiy Ta
oopMIIeHHST CYNPOBITHUX TOKYMEHTIB IPOBOJMIM 3Tij-
Ho 3 “IlpaBunaMu BinOOpy 3pa3KiB IMaTONOTIYHOTO MaTe-
piaity, KpoBi, KOpMiB, BOIM Ta NEepeCUIIaHHS iX VIS JOCIIi-
qokeHHs” Ne 15-14/111 Big 15 kBitasa 1997 p. (Hdepxas-
Hull JlemaprameHT BeTepuHapHO! MemuiuaH, 1997) Ta
Hakazy Ne 490 “IIpo mopsimok BimOopy 3pas3kiB Ta iX Ire-
peBe3eHHs (TepecuyIanHs) 1O YIOBHOBaXKEHUX JTab0opaTo-
piit st mijel JepKaBHOTO KOHTPOJIFO” Ta (GopMu akrta
BiI0OOpY 3pa3KiB.

3a mepioJ MPOBEIEHOr0 MOHITOPHHIY Pi3HUX iH(]eK-
HifHUX maTouoriil y Bedmkoi poratoi xynobu (n = 114)
BUAUIUTA Ta JOCTIKYBAIA MIKpO(IOpy 3a pPO3BUTKY:
eHgoMeTpuTiB (n = 52), pan pi3zHoi etiosorii (n = 17),
abcrecis (n = 45).

Takox 3a mepioJl MOHITOPHHTY Pi3HHMX IH(EKIIHHUX
MaToJIOTiH B oyieHiB (n = 60) ITOCIiTUIN TaTOTeHHI 130J15-
TH, oTpuMaHi 3 paH (n = 38) ta abcueciB (n = 22). 3a3Ha-
YUMO, [0 Y AaHOTO BUIY TBAPHH IIPOTATOM JOCIIJHOIO
nepiofy pO3BHUTKY €HIIOMETPHUPIB HE BUSABILLIIH.

Big0ip matepiany 3 iHpekuiiHUX THIHHUX paH MPOBO-
JWJIK 11 Yac ONepaTHBHOTO BTPYYaHH, IIEPBUHHOI Xipy-
priunoi o0poOku paH abo mij yac nepes’s3ku. Excyzaar 3
a0creciB BiOMpallM y CTEPHIIbHY €MKICTh, 13 BOTHHILA
ypaxeHHs1 TKaHuH, 00’ emoM 1-1,5 mi. SIkimro y mariienrta
OyB IpeHax, THIHO-3alaJbHUI Marepias BiIOWpanu y
CTepWwIbHY NpoOipKy 00’eMom 1-2 mur.

[TociB mocmimkeHnx Npod MiKpOOPraHi3MiB IPOBOH-
JIX Ha KPOB’SHUH M'SCO-TICNTOHHUHN arap. BuBummm mop-
¢oryoriuHi Ta THUHKTOPiaJbHI BIACTHBOCTI OTPHUMAaHUX
KOJIOHI#, i3 SIKMX BHIOTOBJISUIA IMperapaTtu-Ma3ku i ¢ap-
OyBainu ix 3a meronoM ['pamma. Po3noninsiin Gakrepii Ha
rPaMIO3UTUBHI (KOKH, Oaluiin, KIOCTPHIIi) Ta rpaMHera-
TUBHI (canbMoHenu, E. coli, iceBIoMOHaau) i3 Mmojaib-
muM 3actocyBaHHsIM API-tecty (BUpOOHHMK KOMIaHis
bioM¢érieux, ®pannis). Lle wnacudikariss OGakTepiii, 3a-
CHOBaHa Ha 010XIMIYHHX TECTaX, SKi JJO3BOJSIOTh IIBUIKO
ineHTH(IKyBaTH BUIUICHI 130JITH 32 PO3BUTKY 1H(DEKIIH-
HUX IpoueciB y TBapuH. Llst cucrema po3pobiena crernia-
JMBHO UTS IBHAKOL imeHTH(]iKamii KITHIYHO 3HAYYIIHX

Oaktepiii. MU BUKOPUCTOBYBAJIM CUCTEMH sl crierudiv-
HOI imeHTUdIKaIii 1 st audepeHmianii Mix npeJcTaBHuU-
KaMu rpaMHETraTUBHOT 6akrepiabHOT pOIMHU
Enterobacteriaceaei (API-20E) Ta cnerudiuny st rpam-
MO3UTUBHUX OakTepili, BKIOYAIOYM BUAM CTa(iJIOKOKIB,
Micrococcus, Buau Ta chnopigHeHi opranismu (API-
Staph.). BakTepiaibHy CYCIIEH31I0 BUKOPHUCTOBYBAIHU IS
periapaTarii KOXKHOT 3 JIyHOK 1 cMyTiHKyOyBanHs. I1i1 yac
iHKyOaIii 0OOMIH PEYOBHMH BHKJIHMKAB 3MIHH KOJLOPY B
JyHKax (Ty0ax) CHOHTaHHO abo 3a J0JaBaHHS PEarcHTIB
(3rigHO 3 IHCTPYKIIi€IO 10 HAOOPY).

JlociimKeHHsT TIPOBEACHO BIiAMOBITHO 1O NPHHIMIIIB
€BpOINenCchKOi KOHBEHIT PO 3aXUCT XPEOETHUX TBApHH,
SIKi BUKOPHCTOBYIOTHCS [UIsl KCIIEPUMEHTAIbHUX 1 Hay-
koBux niner (Official Journal of the European Union
L276/33, 2010), a Takox BiAmoBimHO 10 3aKOHY YKpaiHH
“IIpo 3ax¥CT TBapHH BiJ >KOPCTOKOTO MOBOIKEHHS Bij
28.03.2006 p. Ne 27, c1. 230, nakazy MOH Ne 416/20729
Big 16 Gepesnst 2012 p., Bianosiguo no “Tlopsiaky npose-
JICHHS] HAYKOBHMH YCTaHOBaMH JIOCTIJIIB, EKCIIEPUMEHTIB
Ha TBapHHAax’ Ta cxBasieHOo ETmunmm komirerom Binore-
pkiBcbkoro HAY (BucHoBok Ne 10/14 Bin 16.08.22 p.,
nporokon Ne 14). Marepianu crarti MOXyTh OyTH 0Omy0-
JIIKOBaHI.

Pe3yabTaTn pociigxeHss

[MpoBeeHUMH [TOCHI/PKEHHSMH BCTAHOBJICHO, IO 3
OioyorigHOr0 Martepiamy 3a EHIOMETPUTY BHIUIIIHCS
Taki i3oasatu: Micrococcus luteus — 15,39 % ta Entero-
coccus faecalis — 13,46 %. Jlemo MeHIIuH BigcoToK Oyi0o
BUIIEHO Ta imeHTH(ikoBaHo Staph. aureus — 9,61 %,
Staph. chromogenes — 9,61 %. OxpiM TOr0o, HAWMEHIIUI
BigcoTok Bim BPX Hamum Oyno BumgineHo Pseudomonas
aeruginosa (7,69 %), Staph. haemolyticus (5,77 %) Ta
Staph. gallinarium (5,77 %). HalimeHIMi#1 BiICOTOK TpH-
najaB Ha maroreHu — Staph. simulans (3,85 %), Staph.
eguorum (3,85 %), Streptococcus spp. (3,85%) Ta Pseu-
domonas spp. (3,85 %) (puc. 1).

Staphylococcus
haemolyticus;
Pseudomonas 577  staphylococcus

aeroginosa; 7,69 simulans; 3,85
Streptococcus
spp.; 3,85
Mi
icrococcus Staphylococcus
luteus; 15,39 aureus; 9,61
5 9,
chromogenes;
Esherichia coli;
9,61
Bacillus spp.; 7,69

Staphylococcus
9,61
Enterococcus

faecalis; 13,46
Puc. 1. BugineHi i3015T1 32 €HIOMETPUTIB Y BEJTUKO]
poratoi xymoou, %

Takum ymHOM, Halgactimre cepen mociimkenoi BPX
(n = 52) BUKIHMKAIM PO3BHTOK CHIOMETPUTY IATOTCHIB
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KOKH, 30KpeMa HaiOuIblIMii BIJICOTOK IpHNazaB Ha
Micrococcus luteus ta Enterococcus faecalis.

3a mepioJ JOCHIIKEHHS NMPOBEICHHS JOCIiTy HaMHU
OyJI0 BCTaHOBJIEHO, 110 cepel iH(pikoBaHMX paH y BPX
HalgacTilme BHABILUIACS KOJOTI, pBaHI Ta KOMOiHOBaHi
(n = 17). [ig gac MiKpoOIOIOTIYHUX TOCTIIKEHb OYJI0
BHSBIICHO, [0 HAWOLIBII PO3MOBCIOIKEHUMH MiKpOOpra-
HI3MaMH y paHax pi3HOTO MOXOJpKeHHs € Staphylococcus
spp. — 23,53 % i Micrococcus luteus — 23,53 % (puc. 2).

Proteus spp.;
5,88

Pseudomonas
spp.; 5,88

Staphylococcus
spp.; 23,53

Micrococcus
luteus; 23,53

Puc. 2. BunineHi i30714TH 32 pO3BUTKY paH Pi3HOTO OXO-
JOKEHHS y BEJTMKOi poratoi Xynoou, %

Kpim Toro, Hamu Oyj0 BHIUIEHO Ta iNEHTHU(]IKOBAHO
Bac. megaterium — 17,65 %, Acinetobacter spp. — 17,65 %, a
HaWMeHIne Oyno BuniieHo Enterococcus faecalis — 5,88 %,
Pseudomonas spp. — 5,88 % ta Proteus spp. — 5,88 %.

Takox 3a mepioJ1 AOCIIPKEHb HAMU OYJI0 TIPOBEICHHO
JOCIIKeHHsT Mikpodiopu i3 OiosoriuHoro marepiainy,
BifiOpaHoro 3a po3BHUTKY aOcueciB (puc. 3) y BeTHKOi
poraroi xynodu (n = 45). BcranoBieHo, mo HaivacTinie
MIPUYUHOIO TMMAaToJOTii Oynu BuaineHi Micrococcus luteus
— 20 %, Esherichia coli — 13,33 % Ta Enterococcus fae-
calis — 11,11 % (puc. 3).

Staphylococcus

Pseudomonas haemolyticus; 2,22
I

aeroginosa; 2,22
Streptococcus
spp.; 4,45

Staphylococcus
felis; 2,22

Staphylococcus

. aureus; 4,45
Micrococcus

luteus; 20

Staphylococcus
epidermidis; 8,89

Bacillus subtilis;
Esherichia coli; 8,89

13,33
Puc. 3. Buzineni i305T1 32 po3BUTKY a0CLIECiB y
BeJIMKO{ poraToi xynoou, %

Okxpim Toro, Oyyu BuaiIeHI Ta ineHTudikosaHi Staph.
epidermidis — 8,89 %, Bac. subtilis — 8,89 %, Staph. in-
termedius — 4,45 %, Staph. aureus — 4,45 %, Streptococ-
cus spp. — 4,45 %. MeHImwmiA BiICOTOK MPHIIAJaB HA 1/ICH-
tudikoBani Staph. haemolyticus — 2,22 %, Staph. eguor-
um — 2,22 %, Staph. cohnii — 2,22 %, Staph. felis —
2,22 %, Corinebacterium xerosis — 2,22 %, Kocuria rhi-
zophia — 2,22 %, Enterobacter spp. — 2,22 %, Pseudomo-
nas aeruginosa — 2,22 %, Pseudomonas spp. — 2,22 %.
3a3HaunMMoO, 110 TPAMIIO3UTHBHI, KOAaryjIa30HEraTHBHI
MPEICTaBHUKK OakTepianibHOrO poay Staphylococcus:
Staph. eguorum ta Staph. cohnii Bussisuin Bin BPX Bi-
KOM IMOHAJ 4 POKiB, SIKMM 4Yac BiJl 4acy 3a PO3BUTKY ICB-
HUX INaToJIOTii (MacTuT, abciec), 3a3BHYail 3aCTOCOBYBa-
JM aHTHOIOTHKM IIMPOKOTO CHEKTPY Iii. A Mikpoopra-
Hi3M Staph. felis BuninsieTscs Bi KOTiB, a He Big BPX.
VMoBipHO 1st GakTepis morpanuna 10 BPX Bix koTiB, ski
Oynm B rocmomapcTi. 30KpeMa, MOBiIOMIICHb PO BHII-
nennst Kocuria rhizophia (puc. 4) Bin BPX B VkpaiHi,
3TiTHO 3 JOCHIDKEHUMH JIITEPaTypHUMHU JDKEpelaMu, He
BUSIBJISUIN.

Puc. 4. Picr 13omara Kocuria rhizophia Ha KpoB’ tTHOMY
MIIA, Buninenoro Bix BPX 3a po3Butky adcuecy

Takum umHOM, 32 iH(ekuiliHOi maTtomorii (abcuecis,
€HJIOMETPHTIB Ta paH) y BEJIIMKOI poratoi xynodu (puc. 5)
HaAOLIBII MOMIUPEHUME BUSBIIINCS 30y IHUKH Micrococ-
cus luteus 3a engometputie 15,39 %, pan 23,53 %, abc-
ueciB 20 %, Enterococcus faecalis eHIOMETPUTIB
13,46 %, abcuecis 11,11 %.

3okpema, Esherichia coli HaliuacTime BUAiIsIIacsS npu
abcnecax y BPX — 13,33 %.

Bin onewniB (n = 60) Hamu Oyno JOCITIHKEHO Oi0J0TiI-
YHUI Marepiai, BiIiOpaHUi i3 paH Pi3HOTO IOXOPKEHHS
Ta abcrmecis (puc. 6).

Scientific Messenger LNUVMB. Series: Veterinary sciences, 2025, vol. 27, no 117

161



Hayxosuit Bicuuk JIHYBMB imeni C.3. Ikunpkoro. Cepisi: Berepunapni nayku, 2025, T 27, Ne 117

Puc. 5. Indexuiiini narosnorii y Benukoi poraroi xyzoou

s Proteus spp.; 5,26 Staphylococcus
_intermrdiys; 2,63
Staphylococcus

simulsns; 2,63

Pseudomonas spp.; f2

2,63
Pseudomonas

aeroginosa; 5,26

Streptococcus spp.;
7,9

Staphylococcus spp.;
7,89

Micrococcus luteus;,
7,9

Staphylococcus
aureus; 15,79

Esherichia coli; 21,05
Staphylococcus

epidermidis; 7,9
Bacillus subtilis; 5,26
Puc. 6. Bunineni i301s1Tr 32 yTBOpEHHS paH Pi3HOTO

IOXOPKEHHS B OJIEHIB, %

MikpoOioJOriYyHUMH  JOCIHIPKEHHSIMH  BCTAHOBJICHO,
0 TpHU JOCTIPKEHHI O10JIOTIYHOrO Marepiaay 3 paH
Hakuacrime Bupiusuics Esherichia coli — 21,05 %,
Staph. aureus — 15,79 %, nemo menie Staph. epidermidis
= 7,90 %, Staphylococcus spp. — 7,90 %, Micrococcus
luteus — 7,90 %, Streptococcus spp. — 7,90 %. 1lle men-
i BiIcoTok OyB y Bac. subtilis — 5,26 %, Proteus spp.
— 5,26 %, Enterococcus faecalis — 5,26 %, Pseudomonas
aeruginosa — 5,26 %. HalimeHImmit BiICOTOK ManH i3071s-
™ Staph. simulans — 2,63 %, Staph. intermedius —
2,63 %, Staph. sciuri — 2,63 %, Pseudomonas spp. —
2,63 %. 3ayBaxMMoO, IO YMOBHO-TIATOT€HHHWH 130JITH
KoaryJsa3oHeratuBHi Staph. sciuri BUSBHIHCS HEreMOJIi-
TUYHUMU 1 BUJIOBA iICHTU]IKAIlsI OyJia MiATBEpIKCHA 3a
nonomoroto craniapruzosanoi cucremu API STAPH (ID
88,4 %). [30omsTH Manu HeraTHBHI pe3yJbTaTH 3a IpOBe-
JICHHS TECTy HA aKTHBHICTh KOAryJia3d 1 rialypoHiga3u.
AKTHBHICTh (DaKTOPIB BIPYJIEHTHOCTI JIOCHTI/DKYBAIH 32
JIOTIOMOT OO0 TIPOOIPKOBOTO TECTY 3 IIa3MOI0 KPOJIS.

3a mochimKeHHs a0CIeciB y OJCHIB HAHOUIbIIE BUII-
nsBest Staph. aureus — 31,81 %, Esherichia coli —
27,27 %, meHmmi BimcoTok BuAULLIH Staphylococcus
spp. — 9,09 %, Streptococcus spp. — 9,09 %, Pseudomonas
aeruginosa — 9,09 % (puc. 7).

Staphylococcus spp.;
9,09

Bacillus
megaterium; 4,55

Staphylococcus
aureus; 31,81

Enterococcus
faecaecalis; 4,55

Pseudomonas
aeroginosa; 9,09

Streptococcus spp.;
9,09

Esherichia coli; 27,27

Puc. 7. Bunineni i3osTr 3a abcueciB y oJieHiB, %

HaiimMeHmmii BifcoToK y OiosioriuHOMy MaTepiaiy Bif
oneHiB BuauLu Enterococcus faecalis — 4,55 %,
Micrococcus luteus — 4,55 %, Bac. megaterium — 4,55 %

Orxe, 3a iH(ekuiiiHol narosnorii (puc. 8) B oyeHIB
HalOIBII TomMpeHi Oyiu 30yJHUKH PO3BHUTKY iH(EK-
niitaux npoueciB Esherichia coli — 21,05 %, Staph. aure-
us — 15,79 % 3a pan ta abcueciB Staph. aureus — 31,81 %,
Esherichia coli — 27,27 %.

TakuM YHMHOM, CHUTBHUMH MIKpPOOpraHi3MaMu, SKi
Bunisumcs Binm BPX Ta onewis, Oymm: Esherichia coli,
Staph. aureus, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Micrococcus
luteus, Enterococcus faecalis, Staph. epidermidis, Proteus
spp., Staph. intermedius.
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Oo6roBopeHHst

Bakrepii nommpeni y Marmi Beaukoi poraroi xyaoou
IICIIsl TIOJIOTIB, a 1HBa3ist Ta picT GakTepii B eHAOMeTpii
CIIPUYMHAIOTH MICIANOJIOTOBE 3aXBOPIOBaHHS MAaTKH
SHJIOMETPUT — 1I€ 3allaJieHHs €HAOMETpIlo, SKe NPU3BO-
JUTh 10 Oe3rutiayis a0o HU3BKOI PEerpoayKTUBHOI CHCTe-
MU MOJIOYHHX KOPIB uepe3 MopyIeHHs QyHKINT MaTKu Ta
sseqnukiB (Gugliandolo et al.,, 2020; Sheybani et al.,
2021). B nanuit 4ac cepii03HOIO CBITOBOIO €KOHOMIYHOIO
po0JIEMOI0, 3 KO0 CTHUKAFOTHCS TOCHOAAPCTBA BEIUKOI
poraToi XymoOu € MOIMMpeHHs MaTOTeHHUX MIKpOOpraHi-
3MiB 3a PO3BUTKY iH(QekmiitHnx mpormeciB (Jiang et al.,
2021). Hocmimkenns inmux aBropiB (Raheel et al., 2020;
Umar et al., 2021) nokasanu, o Big 80 % mo 90 % en-
JOMETPUTY BHUKIIMKAHO IATOTEHHOI IH(EKIi€, sKa
XapaKTepu3y€eThCsl THUTTSM, BOJIOTICTIO Ta YEPBOHYBATO-
KOPHYHEBUMH BHAUICHHSAMH 3 MAaTKH, IO CYMPOBOIKY-
€ThCS JTMXOMaHKOI — Escherichia coli, ommpeHna rpam-
MO3UTHBHA OaKTepis, BBa)KA€ThCS OCHOBHHMM MIKpOOpra-
Hi3MOM, 110B’s13aHUM 3 eHomerpuroM (Genis et al., 2016;
Das et al., 2018).

3a pe3yabpTaTaMy HAaIIMX JOCHIIKEHb CHIOMETPUTY Y
BEJIMKOi poraroi Xymnoou Oynu imeHTH(]iKOBaHI Taki 30y/1-
Huku: Micrococcus luteus, Enterococcus faecalis, Staph.
aureus Staph. chromogenes, Pseudomonas aeruginosa,
Staph. haemolyticus, Staph. gallinarium, Staph. simulans,
Staph. eguorum, Streptococcus spp., Pseudomonas spp.

[pu nocnimxeHi paH pi3HOT eTionorii y BeJIMKoi pora-
Toi Xynobu pisHi aBTopu (Romero et al., 2018; Boonstra
et al., 2020) inentndikyoTts Haituacrime Staphylococcus
epidermidis, Staphylococcus aureus Ta E. coli. Hami
JOCTI/DKEHHS] BUSBHJIM, LIO MEPEBAXKHO BUIULUTHCSA 3
OioorivHOTO Martepiany npu paHax Staphylococcus spp.,
Bac. megaterium, Micrococcus luteus, Ta Micrococcus
luteus.

Abcuecn y Benukol poratol Xyno0M BHHHKAIOThH SIK
YCKJIagHEeHHS mpoHukarounx paH. ABtopu (Cheng et al.,
2020) 3a3Ha4arTh, U0 MPUYHHOI AAHOTO iH(EKIIHHOTO
MPOLIECY € TPOHMKHEHHS MIKpOOpraHi3MiB y TIHOLIi
mwapu tkanud (Corinebacterium necrophorum, cradino-

&

=7
Puc. 8. [HdekmiiiHi aToorii B OJICHIB

KOKIiB, CTPENTOKOKIB, KJIOCTpuAii). Pe3ympTatm Hammx
JIOCJIIDKEHb BUSBUIIM, IO 3a aOCILIECIB YacTille BUIIIIA-
10Thcs Micrococcus luteus. E. coli, Enterococcus faecalis.

Astopu (Beims et al., 2016) 3a3HauaroTh, 10 30yAHUK
E. coli vacto ineHtndikyeTbcs npu AOCTiKEH] Oionoriy-
HOTO MaTepiajy, OTpPUMaHOro BiJ oyeHiB. AJie Haili Jg0c-
JJOKEHHS CBi4aTh, O HE OJHA F. coli BUALIAETHCS MpU
iH(QeKIIHHUX MaTONOrisIX y oJieHiB (Staph. epidermidis,
Micrococcus luteus. Micrococcus luteus. Bac. megateri-
um).

BucHoBkH

I3 GiomorigyHoro Matepiary, BimiOpaHOTO 3 MICIS PO3-
BUTKY a0cliecy, HepeBaxxarodoro Mikpoduopoio Oynu y
BPX: Micrococcus luteus, Esherichia coli, Enterococcus
faecalis, Staph. epidermidis, Bac. subtilis, Staph. inter-
medius, Staph. aureus, Streptococcus spp., Staph. haemo-
Iyticus, Staph. eguorum, Staph. cohnii, Staph. felis,
Corinebacterium xerosis, Kocuria rhizophia, Enterobac-
ter spp., Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Pseudomonas spp.; y
oneHiB: Micrococcus luteus, Staph. epidermidis, Bac.
megaterium, Staphylococcus spp., Streptococcus spp.,
Pseudomonas  aeruginosa,  Enterococcus  faecalis,
Esherichia coli.

I3 Giosioriynoro marepiany, BiiOpaHoro 3 micus po3-
BUTKY paH, NepeBaxkarouoro Mikpodiopow Oynmu y BPX:
Bac. megaterium, Acinetobacter spp., Enterococcus fae-
calis, Pseudomonas spp., Proteus spp., Staphylococcus
spp., Micrococcus luteus; y oneHiB: Staph. epidermidis,
Staphylococcus spp., Micrococcus luteus, Streptococcus
spp., Staph. aureus, Bac. subtilis, Proteus spp., Entero-
coccus faecalis, Esherichia coli, Pseudomonas aerugino-
sa, Staph. simulans, Staph. intermedius, Staph. sciuri,
Acinetobacter spp., Pseudomonas spp.

I3 GiomorivHOTO Marepiaiy, BimiOpaHOTO 32 PO3BUTKY
EHIIOMETPHUTY, IMEePEeBaXKa4oK Mikpodaoporo Oymu y
BPX: Micrococcus luteus, Enterococcus faecalis, Staph.
aureus, Staph. chromogenes, Pseudomonas aeruginosa,
Staph. haemolyticus, Staph. gallinarium, Staph. simulans,
Staph. eguorum, Streptococcus spp., Pseudomonas spp.
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Binomocti npo koH(IIKT iHTepeciB
ABTOp CTBEPIDKYE TPO BIICYTHICTH KOH(IIKTY iHTe-
peciB.
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