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PE3IOME

B cBA31 ¢ pacTywieit yrpo3oil pa3BUTUA aHTUOMOTUKOPE3UCTEHTHOCTA MOMCK M Pa3paboTKa HOBbIX CPEACTB ANA NeueHNa NHGEKLIMOHHbIX 3aboneBaHuii Mo-
JIOYHOI Xene3bl BbICOKOMPOAYKTUBHbIX KOPOB ABNAETCA aKTyaNbHOIA 3aaueil. B cTatbe npeAcTaBneHbl JaHHbIe N0 M3YUYeHHio COCTaBa MUKPOOUOTbI CekpeTa
MOJI0YHO Xene3bl BbICOKONPOAYKTUBHbIX KOPOB NpY CKPbITOl popme MacTuTa. 13 70 npob cekpeTa MoNouHoii xene3bl 6bi0 BbldeneHo 144 u3onata Mukpo-
OpraHM3moB, Hanbonbluee KONNYECTBO NPUXOANNOCH Ha Staphylococcus aureus v Streptococcus dysgalactiae (22,2 n 16,0% cooTBeTCTBeHHO). UccneaoBaHuAMM
YCTaHOBAEHO, UTO Y MaKCUMANbHOTO KONMYeCTBa U30naToB Staphylococcus aureus (53,1%) Habntoganu ycToitunBocTb K Liedanocnopuam | nokonexus. Boipe-
NeHHble WTamMMbl Streptococcus dysgalactiae 8 52,6% cnyyaeB nposBUAYM YCTORYMBOCTb K Mpenapatam rpynmbl TeTpaumMkanHoB; 33,3% usonatos Staphylococcus
haemolyticus 6b1n1 pe3nCTeHTHbI K NpenapaTam rpynnbl MakponuaoB. YCTOAUMBOCTbIO K NpenapaTam rpynn neHuuunnmHoB obnaganu 42,1; 35,3 1 62,5% usonatos
Enterococcus faecium, Aerococcus viridans v 6aKTepuii rpynnbl KULLEYHOI NanoyKi COOTBETCTBEHHO. B 38,5% cnyyaeB ycTaHOBNEHa Pe3NCTEHTHOCTb K Npenapatam
Tpynnbl TETPALMKNMHOB y u30nATOB Staphylococcus epidermidis. U3onatbl Corynebacterium pseudotuberculosis npoABKAN yCTORYNBOCTL K aHTUMUKPOBHBIM Npe-
napatam rpynn NeHMLUANMHOB U TETPALMKANHOB B paBHoii cTeneHn (20,0%). MonyyeHHble faHHbIe MoKa3anu Hanuymue Noanpe3nCTeHTHbIX LWTaMMOB bakTepuii
Tpynnbl KALLeYHOI nanoykw, Streptococcus dysgalactiae, Aerococcus viridans, Staphylococcus aureus. JKcnepumeHTanbHble CCeA0BAHNA MO U3YYeHMH0 BINAHNA
pa3paboTaHHoil GapmaLieBTUYECKOI KOMMNO3ULMM, COAEpHaLLeil OAKTEPUOLIMH HU3MH, HA COCTaB MUKPOOMOTbI MONOKA NPY NIEUeHN KOPOB C CYOKMMHMYECKIM
MacTUTOM BbINOHEHbI Ha 35 BbICOKOMPOAYKTUBHDIX KopoBax. [poBeieHHoe Ha 14-il eHb C Hauana Kypca leueHina MUKpob1onornyeckoe MCcnefoBaHime cekpeta
MOJI0YHOIA Xene3bl KOpoB N0ka3ano, YTo uncno Npob ¢ oTcyTCTBUEM MIKPOGAOPbI yBENMUNNOCH A0 88,6%, NPK 3TOM KONIMYECTBO KONIOHUEOOPa3yIoLLIX eANHML,
pasoe 10° KOE/mn, ycTaHoBneHo y 1,4% u3onatoB Staphylococcus aureus. Boigenentble B 1,4 (10" KOE/mn) u 2,7% (102 KOE/mn) cnyyaes 6akTepuu rpynnbl
KuLeyHoil nanoykw u Staphylococcus aureus cCOOTBETCTBEHHO He ABAANNCH STUOAOTNYECKN 3HAYUMbIMI B AMATHOCTYECKOM TUTPE.

KnioueBble cnoBa: KOpOBbI, CyOKNMHNUECKIIE MACTIT, HTUOUOTUKOPE3NCTEHTHOCTD, aHTUMUKPOOHDBIE NPenaparbl, (xema NieueHns, 6akTepuoLMH HI3NH,
MUKPO6MOTa MONOKa, KONOHeoOpasyioLLne efuHILLbI
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The effect of the nisin-based pharmaceutical formulation
used in the treatment plan for cows
with subclinical mastitis on the milk microbiota

Mariya N. Isakova, Yana Yu. Lysova
Ural Federal Agrarian Research Center, Ural Branch of the Russian Academy of Sciences, 112a Belinsky str., Ekaterinburg 620142, Russia

ABSTRACT

Due to the growing threat of antimicrobial resistance, the search and development of new drugs to treat infectious mammary gland diseases of high yielding cows
is an urgent task. The paper presents data on the microbiota composition of milk from high yielding cows suffering from subclinical mastitis; 144 microbial isolates
were recovered from 70 milk samples; with the highest number of Staphylococcus aureus and Streptococcus dysgalactiae detected (22.2 and 16.0%, respectively).
The study showed that a significant number of Staphylococcus aureus isolates (53.1%) were resistant to | generation cephalosporins; 52.6% of the isolated Strep-
tococcus dysgalactiae strains showed resistance to tetracyclines; 33.3% of Staphylococcus haemolyticus isolates were resistant to macrolides. 42.1; 35.3 and 62.5%
of Enterococcus faecium, Aerococcus viridans and coliform bacteria isolates, respectively, were resistant to penicillins. 38.5% of Staphylococcus epidermidis isolates
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were found to be resistant to tetracyclines. Corynebacterium pseudotuberculosis isolates showed equal resistance to penicillin and tetracycline antimicrobials (20.0%).
The research revealed presence of multi-drug resistant coliform bacteria, Streptococcus dysgalactiae, Aerococcus viridans, Staphylococcus aureus strains. Experiments
to study the effect of the new nisin-based pharmaceutical formulation on microbiota of milk from cows with subclinical mastitis were carried out using 35 high
yielding cows. A microbiological testing of cow milk on day 14 from the beginning of the treatment showed that the number of microbiota-free samples increased
to 88.6%, while in 1.4% of cases Staphylococcus aureus isolates were recovered (10° CFU/mL). The titers of coliform and Staphylococcus aureus bacteria isolated in
1.4% (10" CFU/mL) and 2.7% (10% CFU/mL) of cases, respectively, were not etiologically significant.
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BBEAEHUE

BocnaneHue, npoTekatoLLee B MOSIOUYHOM Xene3e KOpoB,
Yallle BCero Bbi3BaHO GaKTepuanbHon nHdekuuen [1, 2, 31.
KonnyectBo obHapyxmBaemblx 6aKkTepuii 3aBUCUT OT
dopmbl MacTMTa 1 ero ctagum, a Takke OT BMAa naTore-
HoB [4, 5, 6, 7]. B HanbonbLuem KonmyecTse 13 cekpeta Mo-
JIOYHOW »Kefe3bl KOPOB NPY MacTUTE BbIAENAT MUKPOOpPra-
HV3Mbl, OTHOCSALLMECH K Cnedytowmm Buaam: Staphylococcus
aureus, Streptococcus agalactiae, Streptococcus dysgalactiae,
Escherichia coli, Enterococcus faecium, Enterococcus faeca-
lis [1, 2, 3, 4]. [NaBHyI0 ONAcHOCTb ANA MOMOYHOIO XMBOT-
HOBOACTBA NPEACTaBNAET CyOKNMHMYECKaa popmMa MacTuTa,
KOTOPYIO TpyZHEE AMarHOCTMPOBATb M3-3a OTCYTCTBMA BU-
IOVIMbIX M3MEHEHWI B MOJIOUHON »Kene3e U MOJIOKE, OHaKO
Mpv 3TOM B MOJIOKe Y»Ke onpefaenseTcs 6onee BbICOKOe Co-
Jep)KaHre CoMaTNYeCKnX KNeToK 1 NoBbllWeHHan 6akTepu-
anbHaa o6ceMeHeHHOCTb. B nonyyeHHOM MOOKe OT KOPOB,
60nbHbIX CYOKNUHMYECKo GOPMON MacTuTa, MPOUCXOAUT
HaKom/ieHvie MeTabosIMTOB 1 TOKCUHOB MUKPOOGHBIX KITETOK,
YTO NPUBOAUT K YXYALIEHNIO BKYCA, CHUPKEHUIO NTATe lb-
HOW LIEHHOCTI CbIPOTrO MOJIOKA 1 M3rOTaB/IMBAEMbIX 113 HErO
NPOAYKTOB, CNOCOBCTBYET 3HAUNTENIbBHOMY COKpaLLEHUo
NX cpoKa xpaHeHus [8, 9, 10, 11]. 3aboneBaeMocCTb KOPOB
CYyOKIMHNYECKM MAacTUTOM UMEET LUMPOKOEe pacnpocTpa-
HeHMe B BbICOKOMPOAYKTMBHbIX CTaflaX B pPa3BUBAIOLLMX-
cacTpaHax[12, 13,14, 15, 16], B pe3ynbTaTe Yero And yMmeHb-
LLeHWs BbIOPaKOBKM MOJIOKa M MPeAoTBPALLEHNA Pa3BUTUSA
aHTNOBUOTUKOPE3NCTEHTHOCTU B CXEMaX fleueHns ctapa-
I0TCA MUHUMK3MPOBATb MPYMEHEHNe aHTUMUKPOOHbIX
npenapaToBs, NCMONb3yA NMOAXOAbI, BKMOYatoLMe NCnosb-
30BaHMe BaKUVH, bakTeprodaros, Garosbix M3NHOB, 6ak-
TeprounHos [17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24]. B cooTBeTCTBUM
co «CTpaTerven npegynpexxaeHna pacnpocTpaHeHnsa aHTu-
MUKPO6HOI pe3ncteHTHOCTY B PO Ha nepuog fo 2030 r.y,
yTBepXAeHHON pacrnopsxeHnem Mpasutenbctea PO ot
25 ceHTAbps 2017 . Ne 2045-p, Hamu GbINM NPOBEAEHbBI NC-
cnepoBaHuA Nno paspaboTke NpenapaToB Ha OCHOBE MPo-
TVBOMUKPOOHbIX NENTYAOB MAKPOOHOTO MPOVCXOXKAEHWS
nA neyeHns NHPEKLMOHHbIX 3a6051IeBaHMNI MOJIOUHON Xe-
ne3bl BbICOKOMPOAYKTVBHbIX KOPOB.

AKTyanbHOCTb paboTbl 3aKN0UaeTcA B 1CNONb30BaHNN
KOMMO3KMLMM Ha OCHOBE GaKTeEPMOLMHA HU3MHA B CXEME
neyeHns KOPOB C CYOKIMHNYECKMM MAacTUTOM B KauecTBe
anbTepHATVBbI M3BECTHBIM aHTUMUKPOOHbBIM Mpenapatam.

HoBsu3Ha paboTbi: BepBble NoslyueHbl AaHHblE O BAUA-
HVM HOBOW KOMMO3ULIMU Ha OCHOBe GaKTepuoLvHa HU3U-
Ha B CXeMe NIeYeHNsA KOPOB C CYOKNMHNYECKM MaCTUTOM
Ha MUKPO6MOTY MOJIOKa.

MpaKTryeckaa 3HaYMMOCTb: C Liefiblo CAePKUBaHNA
pa3BUTHA aHTMOUOTUKOPEIUCTEHTHOCTY MPUIMEHEHNME
KOMMO3MLMM Ha OCHOBe HaKTeproLmMHa HU3MHa faeT BO3-
MOXXHOCTb CHU3UTb NCMOJIb30BaHNE aHTUMMKPOOHbIX Npe-
napaToB Npu IeYeHNn MacTuTa.

Llenb HacTosLWero nccnefoBaHUA 3aKknoyanach B oLeH-
Ke BNAHNA KOMMO3MLUK Ha OCHOBE 6aKTepuoLHa HU3U-
Ha B CXEME JIeYeHVA KOPOB C CYOKTMHNYECKM MacTATOM
Ha MUKPOOWOTY MONOKa. [AnA 3TOro 6blIn nocTaBieHbl
cnepylole 3ajaymn: onpefennTb CoOCTaB MUKPOOUOTbI
CeKpeTa MOMIOYHON »ene3bl BbICOKOMPOLYKTUBHbIX KOPOB
npu CybKIMHNYECKOM MacTUTe; MPOBECTMN aHaNN3 CPaBHU-
TENbHOW XapaKTEPUCTUKUN aHTUONOTUKOPE3NCTEHTHOCTY
M30MATOB MUKPOOPraHU3MOB, BbIENIEHHbIX U3 ceKpeTa
MOJIOUHOW Xesie3bl 60SIbHbIX CYOKNMHNYECKM MacTUTOM
KOPOB; NPOBECTN NCCIeJOBaHNA MO V3yYEHNIO BIUAHNA
KOMMO3ULMI Ha OCHOBE GaKTepUOLMHa HU3NHA B CXeMe
NeyeHVs KOPoB C CYyOKIIMHNYECKM MacTUTOM Ha COCTaB
MUKPOOMOTBI MOJTOKa.

MATEPWANBI U METOAbI

Ob6vekmbl UCC/1e008aHUA: BbICOKOMPOAYKTUBHbIE KOPO-
Bbl C CYOKNMHUYeCKo popMOii MacTuTa, 30NATbI MUKPO-
OpraH13moB, BblAeNeHHble 13 CeKpeTa MOMOYHON »efe3bl
KOPOB, KOMNO3MLMA Ha OCHOBE GaKTeproLHa HU3NHA.

JKcrnepuMeHTalbHble UCCIeA0BaHNA MO U3YYEeHUIo
B/IVAHWSA KOMMNO3ULMM Ha OCHOBE BaKTepUuoLMHa HU3MHa,
UCMONb30BaHHON B CXEMe NIeYEHUs KOPOB C CyOKNMHN-
YeCcKUM MacCTUTOM, Ha COCTaB MUKPOOMOTbI MOIOKa Bbl-
NOSIHeHbl Ha 35 BbICOKONPOAYKTUBHbIX KOPOBax C YA0-
em 6onee 8000 Kr, cogepXxalymxca Ha 6ase ninemeHHOro
penpoayKkTopa, pacnonokeHHoro B [loneBckom parioHe
CeepanoBckoi obnactu. }KUBOTHbIM B CXeMe NeyeHuns
CYOKNMHNYECKOV GOPMbl MACTWTA EXXEHEBHO B TeUEHUe
NATN QHEN BHYTPULMCTEPHANIbHO B MOPaX}eHHY0 A0S0
BBOAUNMN pa3paboTaHHyto GpapmaLieBTMUECKY KOMNO3K-
unto B gose 10 mn.

Bce npouenypbl, BbINONHEHHbIE C y4acTUeM KNBOTHbIX,
COOTBETCTBOBAJIM STUYECKMM CTaHAAPTaM, NMPUHATbIM EB-
ponenckon KoHBeHuuren ETS N2 123.
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B xope nccnepoBaHus B TeyeHune 2023 r. 66111 nony-
YeHbl n3onAaTtbl: Staphylococcus aureus (n = 32), Strepto-
coccus dysgalactiae (n = 23), Staphylococcus haemolyticus
(n = 20), Enterococcus faecium (n = 19), Aerococcus viridans
(n = 17), Staphylococcus epidermidis (n = 13), 6akTepuii
rpynnbl KnweyHoun nanoukn (BrKrl), npencraBneHHbix
ponamu Escherichia n Enterobacter (n = 8), Corynebacteri-
um pseudotuberculosis (n = 5), rpn6os poga Mucor (n = 4)
1 Penicillium spp. (n = 3).

B aKcnepumeHTe ncnonb3oBany paHee pa3paboTaHHyo
KOMMO3MLUIO, COAep»Kallyto 6aKTePUOLIMH HU3VH 1 BCMO-
MoraTesibHble BeLlecTBa Ha BOLHOWN OCHOBe, Npu ciefyto-
LLIEM COOTHOLUEHNM KOMIMOHEHTOB (Mac. %): HMU3MH A - 0,3;
rnuueponaTbl KPeMHUA B 6-MOSIbHOM M30bITKe rnuuepu-
Ha Si(C,H.0,), x 6C.H O, - 3,0; bucrnuuyeponatbl 60opa

377374 37873

H[B(C,H,0,),] - 2,0; rnuepun - 10,0; ANCTUAIMPOBaHHAaA
Boga — no 100 [25, 26].

Memoodel uccnedosarus. NoeHTndUKaLuio BblgeeHHbIX
N30/1ATOB MNPOBOAWV NyTeM NepeceBa Ha cpefpl [Mcca c ca-
Xapamu («necTpbiii pag»), PyKOBOACTBYACH OnpeAenuTenem
6akTepuii bepmkn [27], onpepenntenem NaToreHHbIX 1 yc-
JIOBHO-NaTOreHHbIX rpnbos [28], n ¢ nomowbto MALDI-TOF
MacC-CNeKTPoOMeTpum (BpemanponeTHas MaTPUYHO-acco-
LMMpoBaHHas nasepHas fecopbLoHHan/MoHN3aLOHHas
Macc-crnekTpomMeTpua) Ha nprbope VITEK® MS (bioMérieux,
OpaHums). Mpw npoBeaeHNM 6aKTEPUONOrNYECKOTO U MU-
KOJIOFMYECKOro UccnefoBaHna n3 npob cekpeta Monoy-
HOW »ene3bl KOPOB AeNnanu NOCEBbI Ha XKUAKME U NIOTHble
arapr3oBaHHble MuTaTesibHble CPefbl: MACO-MENTOHHBIN
6ynbOH, 6YNbOH AN BblAENEeHNA CTPENTOKOKKOB, SHTEPO-
KOKKarap, cpefly OHao, cpeay N2 10 (ana npeHtnoukaumm
S. aureus), cpepy Yaneka, cpepy Cabypo, BUCMYT-CynbduUT
arap, LeTpuMnAaHbIV arap, cpeny JlesuHa, cpeny Mnockupe-
Ba (DBYH «locyaapCTBEHHDbIV HayUHbIN LIeHTP NpUKNagHoM
MUKpo6ronorum n buotexHonorum», Poccus), 5%- arap ¢
KpoBblo 6apaHa (ocHoBa — Konymbuiickuii arap; Bio-Rad,
®OpaHuua), KpoBb HapaHa fAedunbpuHrposaHHyto (E&O Lab-
oratories Ltd., LlotnaHana), xentouHo-coneson arap (nu-
TaTeNbHbIN arap ANA KyJbTUBUPOBaHUA MUKPOOPraHU3-
moB PM-arap, ®BYH «locynapCTBEHHDIV HayUHbI LIeHTP
NpYIKNagHon Mrkpobuonorum n 6rotexHonorumy, Poccus),
XpomoreHHbIli arap UriSelect4 (Bio-Rad Laboratories, Inc.,
CLUA) n arap Cabypo ¢ 2% rntoko3sbl 1 XnopambeHNKOIoM
(SIFIN diagnostics GmbH, lfepmaHus).

Pe3ncTeHTHOCTb BblA€NEHHbIX N30MIATOB K 34 aHTU-
MUKPOOHbBIM Npenapatam u3 15 rpynn (TeTpaunKinHbl,
NeHUUUNMHBI, KapbaneHembl, MakKponuabl, TMHKO3a-
MUWAbI, aHCAMULUUHBI, aMbEHNKOSbI, aMUHOTNNKO3UAbI
I, Il, I nokoneHusa, uedanocnopuusl |, Il, [l nokoneHus,
dTopxmHonoHsbl Il, [l nokoneHna) onpegenann AUCKO-
AndPy3moHHbIM meTopoM [29]. B paboTe ncnonb3osanu
cTaHfapTHble Kommepyeckne ancku (OO0 «HayuHo-
nccnefoBaTenbCKnii LeHTp papmakoTepanun», Poccus).
WNHTepnpeTayuio pe3ynbTaToB NPOBOAWIN C YUYETOM pe-
komeHpaauuin European Committee on Antimicrobial Sus-
ceptibility Testing (EUCAST).

CratcTyeckyto 06paboTKy faHHbIX NPOBOAMN C UC-
nonb3oBaHvem nnatpopmbl AMRcloud, nakeToB aHanu3a
Microsoft Excel 2007, Statistica 6.0.

PE3YJIbTATbI U OBCYXXAEHUE

MccnepoBaHmAa NpoBOAMAN Ha MNPOTAXKEHUM
2023-2024 rr. B OTRENE PEnpOAYKTUBHOWN Gronorum
1 HeoHaTonornu, nabopaToput MUKPOOGUOSTOTNYECKIX
1 MONEeKyNAPHO-TeHeTUYeCKNX MeTOf0B NCCefoBaHNA

Ypanbckoro HUBW - cTpykTypHOro nogpasgeneHus
Or6HY Yp®AHUL YpO PAH, B nabopatopumn meamnumH-
ckoro ueHTpa OO0 «Keonutn Mepg» (r. EKaTepuHbypr)
npu noafepkke rpaHta Poccuinckoro HayuyHoro ¢poHAa
Ne 22-76-00009.

CornacHo pesynbTataMm NpPoBeAeHHbIX UCC/IefOBaHUN,
13 70 Npob ceKpeTa MOSIOUYHO »ene3bl OT O0NbHbIX Cy6-
KNMHNYECKMM MacTUTOM KOpoB Bblgenunn 144 nsonArta
MUKPOOPraHM3MOB, cpean Hux (puc. 1): S. aureus (22,2%),
S. dysgalactiae (16,0%), S. haemolyticus (13,9%), E. fae-
cium (13,2%), A. viridans (11,8%), S. epidermidis (9,0%),
Br'kKM, npepctaBneHHble pogamun Escherichia v Entero-
bacter (5,6%), C. pseudotuberculosis (3,5%), a Takxe rpmobl
pogaa Mucor (2,8%) w Penicillium spp. (2,1%).

B HacToAwem nccnegosaHunn 81,4% cnyvaes cybknu-
HMYECKOro MacTuTa y KOPOB MPOTEKano B BuAe KOUHMEK-
uuw, n3 HUX 21,4% BbI3BaHbI AByMs BO3OyauTenamu, B 28,6
n 17,1% cny4daeB BbiCeMBanu TpU N YeTbipe naToreHa.
CNOXHbIN MUKPOGMOM, COCTOALMIA U3 NATU MUKPOOpPra-
HU3MOB, Bblgenanu B 14,3% npo6.

[onAa n3onAaToB. S. aureus, pe3NCTEHTHbIX K Liedanocno-
puHam |, Il v [l nokoneHwun, coctasuna 53,1; 46,8 n 37,5%
COOTBETCTBEHHO; K aHTMOMOTMKaM rpynbl MaKponngos
(3puTpomMuULMHY, KnaputpoMmnunny) - 34,4%. Yctonum-
BOCTb K TeTPaLMKIVHAM U NeHNUUNNHam Bbiasunmny 31,3
1 28,1% 1301ATOB COOTBETCTBEHHO. MUHMMAaNbHbIV NPO-
LleHT Pe3MCTEeHTHbIX WTaMMOB S. aureus 3aperncTpupo-
Ba/in B OTHOLIEHWW CriefylowWwumx rpynn aHTMOMOTHKOB:
dTOpxmHONoHbI || nokonexns (12,5%), GTOPXUHONOHDI
IIl nokoneHuna (9,4%), kapbaneHembl (6,3%). Mpomexy-
TOYHYI0 PE3UCTEHTHOCTb Y 25,0% M30N1ATOB YyCTaHOBUAN
B OTHOLUEHNW aMMKaLMHa — aHTUMWKPOOHOro npenapata
rpynnbl aMMHornMko3ngos lll nokoneHus.

BoigeneHHble wrammsbl S. dysgalactiae B 52,6% cny-
YaeB MPOABMAN YCTOMUYMBOCTb K Mpenapatam rpynmnbi
TETPAUUKINHOB (TUreunKanHY, AOKCULNKINHY). HeuyB-
CTBUTENIbHOCTD K rpynne uedanocnopuHos lIl nokoneHus
ycTaHoBuAn y 42,1% n3onAatos. CpaBHUTENIbHO MEHbLLYIO
PEe3NCTEHTHOCTb 3aPErNCTPUPOBANN B OTHOLLEHUN aMU-
Hornvko3ngos Il nokonenusa (31,6%). MNpomexxyTouHyio
ycTonumBocTb 57,9% unsonAtos S. dysgalactiae npoasns-
NN B OTHOLLEHUW aHTUOMOTUKOB rpynn LedanocnoprHoB
Il nokoneHua (uedypokcrmy, LePpoKCUTUHY).

MOHUTOPVHI @aHTUOBNOTUKOPE3UCTEHTHOCTY N30MATOB
S. haemolyticus, BblgeneHHbIX N3 ceKpeTa MOMOYHOWN Xe-
ne3sbl, Nokasan B 33,3% cnyyaeB Hannume pe3nCTeHTHO-
CTU K NpenapaTtam rpynmnbl MakponMaoB (3pUTPOMULMHY,
KNapuUTpoMULMHY). B MMHMManbHOM KonnyecTse N3onATbl

= 5. aureus
= 8. dysgalactiae
= §. haemolyticus
E. faecium
= A, viridans
= S. epidermidis
=Brkn
= C, pseudotuberculosis
= Mucor
= Penicillium spp.

56 35 2,8 ,1

Puc. 1. Cocmag mukpobuomel cekpema mMoJsiouHoU ese3bl KOpos
npu cybknuHuyveckol popme macmuma (n = 144)

Fig. 1. Composition of the milk microbiota from cows
with subclinical mastitis (n = 144)

BETEPUHAPUA CETOAHA. 2024; 13 (3): 261-268 | VETERINARY SCIENCE TODAY. 2024; 13 (3): 261-268

263



Tabnuua 1

OPUTUHANbBHbIE CTATBY | BETEPUHAPHAA MUKPOBIOMOTNA ORIGINAL ARTICLES | VETERINARY MICROBIOLOGY

NPOABNANM YCTONYMBOCTb K rpynne LedanocnoprvHos
Il nokoneHus (uedukcmmy, uedonepasoHy, LedTprakco-
Hy) 1 aHCamuumHam (pudamnuuuHy) - 13,3 n 6,7% coot-
BETCTBEHHO. [TPOMEXYTOUHYIO YyBCTBUTENIbHOCTb BbIABM-
NV K NpenapaTam rpynmbl TETPALMKINHOB (BOKCULNKIHY)
y 6,7% N30NATOB.

Pe3sucteHTHOCTb M3onAatoB E. faecium Habnwoganu
K NPOTMBOMUKPOOGHbIM NpenapaTam rpynmn neHuuuIn-
HOB, aMWHOINNKO3MA0B | NoKoneHna 1 uedanocnopruHoOB
Ill nokoneHua (42,1; 36,8 n 26,3% cooTBeTCTBEHHO). [Npo-
MEXYTOUHYI0 YyBCTBUTENIbHOCTb YCTAaHOBMWAN B OTHOLLE-
HUW BOKCUUMKNMHA (rpynna TeTpauuknnHos) y 21,1% Bbl-
OeneHHbIX N30M1ATOB.

Mpodunb aHTMONOTUKOPE3UCTEHTHOCTY U30NATOB A. Vir-
idans, BbleNeHHbIX U3 CeKpeTa MOSTIOYHOW »Kene3sbl, Xapak-
Tepr30BancsA HavbosbLIel YCTONUNBOCTBIO K MpenapaTtam
rpynn NeEHULUIMHOB (aMIVLUINHY, aMOKCULIIIVHY, Ne-
HULUMNANHY) — 35,3% 1 ammHOrMMKo3naoB | nokoneHna (Ka-
HamuumHy) — 23,5%. MNpomeXKyToUHYI0 YyBCTBUTENBHOCTb
BbIABUIN Y 29,4% nccnefoBaHHbIX M30MATOB K rpynne Te-
TPALMKIIMHOB (TETPALMKINHY, JOKCULUKINHY).

CTpyKTYpa nonynALMmU MUKPOOPraHU3MOB, BbIieNIeHHbIX U3 CeKpeTa MOMOYHOI
ene3sbl KOPOB ¢ cyGKNMHNYecKoi GopMoil MacTUTa
Ha poHe NpUMeHeHNsA HOBOI KOMNO3MLUN Ha 0CHOBe GaKTepuounHa Hu3uHa (n = 35)

Table 1

The structure of the microorganism population isolated from milk of cows
with subclinical mastitis after using the new nisin-based formulation (n = 35)

HanmeHoBaHue

Ha 14-ii peHb
(cHavana
Kypca neveHns)

[Tocne kypca
neyenus
(5-i neHb)

Hauano
3KCnepuMeHTa

MUKPOOPraH1u3mMa

MoHOKyTYpbI MUKpOOpraHu3moB

WN3onatel S. epidermidis B 38,5% cnyyaeB NposABnanu
PEe3NCTeHTHOCTb K Npenapatam rpynnbl TeTpaunuknmn-
HOB (TETPaUUKNNHY, AOKCULUUKANHY). MUHUManbHy0
ycTonumnocTb (15,4%) pernctpupoBanu K npenaparam
rpynnbl aMMHOMNKO31AOoB |l noKoneHna (reHTaMuurHY).
Y 23,1% n301ATOB YCTaHOBWN MPOMEXYTOUHYIO YyBCTBU-
TENbHOCTb K pTOpXMHOMOHaMm Il nokoneHna (neBodnok-
caumHy).

N3onnposaHHble BIKIM Hanbonblien ycTonunBoCTbI0
(62,5%) obnaganu K rpynne neHUUWIMHOB. Pe3ncTeHT-
HOCTb K rpynmne aHCcaMUUMHOB (prdamnuumnHy) ycTa-
HOBUNK Yy 37,5% M30NATOB KULWEYHOW nanouku. Y 25,0
1 12,5% wrammos BIKI 3apernctprpoBany NpomexxyTou-
HYI0 YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb K MpenapaTtam rpynrbl NeHnuu-
nuHoB n LedanocnopuHos |l nokoneHus (Ledpypokcrmy,
LepOKCUTNHY) COOTBETCTBEHHO.

Y unzonatos C. pseudotuberculosis ycTaHOBUAN YCTON-
UMBOCTb K aHTUMUKPOOHbLIM npenapaTtam rpynn neHu-
UWTMHOB 1 TETPAUMUKINHOB B paBHON cTenenn (20,0%).
MpomexyTouHyto YyBCTBUTENILHOCTb Habnoaanu K uedarno-
cnopuHam |l nokoneHus (Ledpyporcumy) y 40,0% n30nAaToB.

MonyuyeHHble AaHHbIE MO aHTUOUOTUKOPE3NCTEHTHO-
CTU MUKPOOBKOTbI MOMTOYHOI »Kene3bl KOPOB, 60JIbHbIX
CYOKNIMHMNYECKMM MacTUTOM, MOKa3sanu Hanmumue nosnu-
pe3ucteHTHbIX Wtammos BIrKM, S. dysgalactiae, A. viridans,
S. aureus. Pe3UCTeHTHOCTbIO K IBYM rpynnam aHTUMMKpPOO-
HbIX NpenapaTtoB obnaganu 62,5 n 47,1% n3y4eHHbIX N30-
naros BIKM u A. viridans cooTBETCTBEHHO. YCTONYMBOCTb
S. dysgalactiae k Tpem rpynnam aHTUOGMOTUKOB yCTaHO-
BUN B OTHOLWeEHUN 43,5% BblgeNeHHbIX LWTAaMMOB, K Ye-
Tbipem rpynnam — 26,1%. 3yueHHble nsonatbl S. aureus
B 62,5% cnyyaeB obnafanu pe3ncTeHTHOCTbIO K YeTbipem
rpynnam aHTUMUKPOGHBIX NpenapaTos., B 46,9% — K NATK
rpynnam, ycTonunocTb 6onee Yem K LECTU Fpynnam aH-
TOMOTUKOB 3aperncTpupoBanmy 15,6% 130nAToB.

MNpoBeneHHOE UCCeaoBaHMe MOKasano, YTo npu cy6-
KNUHUYECKoM GpopmMe MacTUTa U3 CEKPETA MOSTOYHOM XKe-
ne3bl BbICEBAETCA CNOXKHbIA MUKPOOMOM. YCTaHOBNEHO
LIMPOKOEe pacnpocTpaHeHne Pe3nCTEHTHOCTN BblgeneH-
HOI MUKPOOMOTbI K OCHOBHbIM FPyrnnam aHTUOUOTHKOB,
NpUMeHAEMbIX MPY Tepanumn mactuTta. B cBA3m ¢ yem B cxe-
Me nleyeHus CyoKnuHnYecKko Gopmbl MacTVTa MPUMEHSAN
HOBYIO bapMaLieBTMYECKY0 KOMMO3ULMIO Ha OCHOBe bOakK-
TepuoLMHa H13UHa.

B obpasuax cekpeta MONOYHOW Xene3sbl KOPOB C Cy6-
KNUHUYeCcKon popmon macTuta nepep npumeHeHmem
KOMMo3umuuy, copepallein 6akTepnoLmH HU3MH, Bblge-
neHHas Mukpodiopa BCTpeyanacb Kak B MOHOKYJIbTY-
pe (48,6%), Tak 1 B BUAe accoumaumii Kynbtyp 6aktepui
1 rpmn6os (51,4%). B MoHOKynbType Mukpodnopa 6bina
npepactaBneHa S. aureus (22,9%), S. dysgalactiae (11,4%),
A. viridans (5,7%), S. epidermidis (2,9%), C. pseudotubercu-
losis (2,9%), S. haemolyticus (2,9%).

B cTpykType accoumauuii KynbTyp 6GakTepuin
11,4% npo6 npuxoaunnocb Ha S. aureus + bIKI + E. fae-
cium, TakXe TPEXKOMMOHEHTHble accoumalmm BKIYa-
nwn S. aureus + BIKM + Mucor (5,7%), S. aureus + Strepto-
coccus spp. + Mucor (2,9%). MNMpwn 3Tom Hanbonee yacTo
13 Npob ceKkpeTa MOJIOYHON XKene3bl BbICENBaNNCh Ye-
TbIPEXKOMMOHEHTHble accouynauyun: S. aureus + BIrKIM +
Streptococcus spp. + Penicillium spp. (8,6%), S. aureus +
BrKn + Streptococcus spp. + E. faecium (8,6%), S. aureus +
BIrKn + Streptococcus spp. + Mucor (5,7%), S. aureus +
BrKM + E. faecium + Streptococcus spp. (2,9%). CocTaB
NATMKOMMOHEHTHBIX accoumnaunini 6bln NpeacTaBlieH

S. aureus 8 22,9 4 114 3 8,6
S. dysgalactiae 4 1,4 2 57 - -
A. viridans 2 5,7 1 29 - -
S. epidermidis 1 29 - - - -
C. pseudotuberculosis 1 29 - - - -
S. haemolyticus 1 29 - - - -
BrKn - - - - 1 29
Accoumanim MUKpOOpraHu3mMoB

S. aureus + bI KN + E. faecium 4 11,4 2 57 - -
S. aureus + brKIM + 3 86 _ 3 3 B
Streptococcus spp. + Penicillium spp. !
S. aureus + BrKIN + 3 86 3 _ _ B
Streptococcus spp. + E. faecium !
S. aureus + BIKM + Mucor 2 5,7 - - - -
S. aureus + BrKIM + ) 57 B B B B
Streptococcus spp. + Mucor !
S. aureus + BI'KIN + Streptococcus spp. + ) 57 _ _ _ _
E. faecalis + Mucor !
S. aureus + BT KN + E. faecium +

1 29 - - - -
Streptococcus spp.
S. aureus + Streptococcus spp. +

1 29 - - - -
Mucor
S. aureus + BrKI - - 1 2,9 - -
E. faecalis + BTKN - - 1 29 - -

Bcero 35 100 1" 314 4 1,4
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S. aureus + BIKIM + Streptococcus spp. + E. faecalis + Mu-
cor (5,7%). Pe3ynbTaTbl OTpaxeHbl B Tabnuue 1.

Bcero 13 35 npob cekpeTa MONTIOYHOW XeJfie3bl KOPOoB
Ha Hayasio 3KCrnepumMeHTa 6bi1o N30NNPoBaHO 80 Kynb-
TYP MVWKPOOPFraHW3MOB, U3 HUX 74 KynbTypbl 6akTepuii
1 6 KynbTyp rpubos (puc. 2).

Mpun 3TOM KONNYECTBO MUKPOOHbIX KNeTOK 6akTepui
B Ka)KAoM obpasLie oTnmyanocb. Ha Hayano akcnepumeH-
Ta 3TUONOMMYECKYI0 3HAYMMOCTb B Pa3BUTMM BOCMANU-
TeNbHOro npouecca B MONOYHOM enese nmvenu 28,4%
M30MIATOB S. aureus, KOJIMYECTBO KOMOHMeobpasyoLmx
eavHuy B 1 mn nccnegyemoit npo6sl (KOE/mn) Ha ypoBHe
103 10° 1 107 yctaHoBneHo y 9,5; 8,1 1 10,8% n3onAtos
COOTBETCTBEHHO. Bce 16 n3onnpoBaHHbIX KynbTyp Strep-
tococcus spp. (21,6%) ob6HapyXnBanMcb B KOMyecTse
10% KOE/mn. Y 13,5% n3onAToB GaKTepuid rpynmbl K1ley-
HOWI MafIouKu, KOTOpble CNOCOOHbI BbI3blIBaTb MACTUT Y XN-
BOTHbIX, KosinyectBo KOE/mn coctaBuno 10°. YpoeeHb 103
1 10° KOE/mn yctaHoBneH y 2,7 1 8,1% BblAeneHHbIX U30na-
ToB E. faecium cooTBeTCTBEHHO. S. epidermidis, C. pseudotu-
berculosis, S. haemolyticus o6Hapy»k1Banmcb B Konuyectse
10% KOE/mn B 1,4% cnyyaes. A. viridans BbisIBNsiNCA B TUTpe
10% KOE/Mn 1 ¢ Hayana 3KkcnepumMeHTa He ABMANCA 3TUNO-
JIOTMYEeCKM 3HAUMMbIM MUKPOOPraHM3MOM B Pa3BUTUM
MacTuTa y Kopos (1abn. 2).

Mocne Kypca neyeHna *KMBOTHBIX C CYyOKIMHUYECKON
$opmMoIi MacTTa HOBOW KOMMO3MLMEN Ha OcHOBe BaKTe-
puourHa HM3UHa Habnogany oTCyTCTBUE POCTA MUKPO-
¢dnopsbl B 68,6% npob (tabn. 1). BoigenenHaa us 11 06-
|pPa3LOB CEKPEeTa MOJIOUHOW »Kefe3bl MUKpobroTa B 20,0%
cnyyaeB npepfctaBnana cobon MOHOKYNbTYpY, COCTOSA-
wyto u3 S. aureus (11,4%), S. dysgalactiae (5,7%), A. viri-
dans (2,9%). B ocTanbHbIx Npobax BbIABAAIM accoLmaLnm
MUKpOooOpraHusmoB: S. aureus + BI'KIM + E. faecium (5,7%);
S. aureus + BIKM (2,9%); E. faecalis + BIKM (2,9%). Konw-
YeCTBO MUKPOOHbIX KneTok S. aureus 103 n 10° KOE/mn
Habnoganu y paBHOro Konmyectsa BblAeNIeHHbIX N30N8-
T0B (1,4%). B 6,8% cnyyaeB BblgeneHHbI B AUarHocTnye-
CKOM TUTpe S. aureus He AABNANCA STUONIOTMYECKN 3HaUU-
MbIM (102 KOE/mn), Tak »ke Kak v BI'KM, E. faecium, A. viridans,
ob6Hapy»xu1Baemble Ha ypoBHe 10'-102 KOE/mn. B ogHoMm
npobe E. faecium BbisBneH B Konnyectse 10° KOE/mn, uto
cocTaBuno 1,4% B obLiell CTPYKType N30/MPOBaHHbIX
MUKPOOPraH13moB.

MpoBeneHHOe Ha 14-i1 AeHb C Hayana Kypca feyeHns
MUKpOOKMonoruyeckoe ncciefoBaHne cekpeta mMoJsiou-
HOW >Kene3bl KOPOB MOKa3ano yBesiMyeHne KoamnmyecTsa
npo6 c oTcyTCTBUEM MUKpOodnopbl fo 88,6%. B uccnepo-
BaHHbIX 0b6pa3suax MUKPOOMOTa CEKPEeTa MOJIOYHOM XKe-
ne3bl KOPOB Oblla NpeAcTaBneHa B BUAE MOHOKYNBTYpPbI
MUKPOOPraHM3MOoB, Npu 3ToM Ha S. aureus 1 BIKIM npuxo-
annocb 8,6 1 2,8% cooTBETCTBEHHO (Tabn. 1). Konnuectso
10° KOE/mn yctaHoBneHo y 1,4% usonatoB S. aureus. Bbi-
genenHble B 1,4 (10" KOE/mn) 1 2,7% (102 KOE/mn) cnyyaes
BI'KM u S. aureus cOOTBETCTBEHHO He ABNANNCH 3TUONOMU-
YeCKy 3HaUYMMbIMUN B MarHOCTUYeCKoM TuTpe (Tabn. 2).

B nocnefHee pecaTunete akTMBHO U3y4YaeTCA MOTEHLM-
an 6aKTeproOLMHOB B KauyecTBe TepaneBTUUECKNX CPEACTB
CrlefytoLLEero NMoKoseHs MPOTUB YCTONUMBBIX K IeKapCTBam
6akTepuii [30, 31, 32, 33]. bakTeproLMHbI MOIOYHOKMNCITbIX
6aKTepuii TeCTUPYIOTCA B KauecTBe cpeacT 60pbbbl ¢ 6ak-
TepuanbHbIMU U BUPYCHBIMU UHOEKLUMAMM; NOKa3aHa nxX
CNoOCoBHOCTb HIMOMPOBaTb CUHTE3 GuonneHku [33, 34, 35].
B psAfe 3KCNepuMeHTOB yCTaHOBJIEHA BbICOKAs aHTUMU-
KpOOHas aKTMBHOCTb GAKTEPMOLMHA HU3MHA B OTHOLLE-

13- 131338 3.8

2,5

“BrKn

= Mucor

= S. aureus

= E. faecium
Streptococcus spp.

= A. viridans

= 5. epidermidis

» C. pseudotuberculosis

= S. haemolyticus

w Penicillium spp.

Puc. 2. Cmpykmypa nonynayuu MUkpoopaaHu3mos, U301UpOBaHHbIX
u3 npob cekpema MosI04HOU Xene3bl KOpos8 NPU CybKAUHUYecKoU

hopme macmuma Ha Ha4ano skcnepumeHma (n = 80)

Fig. 2. The structure of microbial population isolated from milk samples

from cows with subclinical mastitis
at the beginning of the experiment (n = 80)

Tabnuua 2

YucneHHocTb 6aKTepuv'|, W30/IMPOBAHHDIX U3 npo6 CeKpeTa MOJIOYHO Xene3bl Kopos

(n=74)

Table 2
Number of bacteria, isolated from cow milk (n = 74)

Mocne kypca
NeyeHna
(5-11 penb)

Hauano

HanumeHoBaHue SKCNEpUMEHTa

6akTepun

10 6,8

Ha 14-i1 pexb

(cHavana kypca

neyeHns)

10° 95 14

S. aureus

n
6,8 5
1
1

8,1 14

107 10,8 - -

10" 41 2 2,7

n
5
7
108 6
8
3
4

brKn 10° 54 1 14

10° 10 135 - -

10? 2 2,7 2 2,7

E. faecium 10° 2 2,7 1 14

10° 6 81 - -

Streptococcus spp. 10° 16 21,6 2 2,7

A. viridans 10? 2 2,7 1 14

S. epidermidis 10° 1 14 - -

C. pseudotuberculosis 10° 1 14 - -

S. haemolyticus 10° 1 14 - -

HIW HECKOMNbKMX BUAOB CTadUNOKOKKOB, BKMtoYas S. aureus,
S. epidermidis, S. haemolyticus, Staphylococcus saprophyti-
cus [36, 37, 38], B TOM uncne METULUIMHPE3NCTEHTHOTO
S. aureus cO MHOXeCTBEHHO YCTOMUMBOCTbBIO K aHTUOUOTN-
Kam [39]. imetoTca nccnegoBaHua B OTHOLWEHUN KIIMHWYe-
CKUX M30NATOB S. agalactiae, koTopble NPoAeMOHCTPUPOBa-
JIN NX YYBCTBUTENBHOCTb K HU3UHY Ha pa3HOM ypoBHe [40].
B pabote M. Pérez-Ibarreche et al. [41] onucaHbl pe3ynbraTbl
MCMONb30BaHUA HU3MHA A1 3GPEKTUBHOTO CHUMKEHMS 06-
pa3oBaHuisA 61ONIEHOK Y LUTaMMOB Streptococcus uberis, Bbl-
3bIBaKOLLMX MACTUT Yy KOPOB. MprMeHeHre 6akTepuoLHa
HU3VMHa, 06nagatoLLEero NPOTUBOMUKPOOHOI aKTUBHOCTbIO
B OTHOLUEHUW OCHOBHbIX BO3OyauTENeln MacTuta, OTKpbI-
BAET BO3MOXXHOCTMW ANA €ro NCMNob30BaHNA B KauecTBe
anbTepHaTUBbI aHTUOMOTIKAM [36, 42, 43]. [laHHble HaLLUX
nccnefoBaHNii NOATBEPXKAAIOT BbILLIEOMNCAHHbIE BbIBOZbI
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0 Lief1ecoo6pasHOCTY BKITIOUYEHMsA HU3MHA B CXeMbl JleYeHUs
MacTuTa. B xoae skcnepumeHTa ycTaHOBNEHO, UTO BblAeneH-
Hble U3 ceKpeTa MOJIOYHON Xxene3bl Bo30yanTeny MacTuTa,
Takue Kak S. aureus, BI'KM, E. faecium, Streptococcus spp.,
A. viridans, S. epidermidis, C. pseudotuberculosis, S. haemo-
lyticus, obnapaloT YyBCTBUTENIbHOCTbIO K KOMMO3MLMK
Ha ocHoBe 6GaKTepuoLnHa HU3KHa. C MOMEHTa OTKPbITUA
6aKTepMOLMHOB UCCef0BaTeNN B OCHOBHOM COCPeoTo-
YMNNCb Ha onpefieneHnmn KX aHTUMUKPOOHOI akKTUBHOCTU
in vitro. OgHaKo ANA NpUMeHeHNs 6aKTEPVOLUHOB B Ka-
YyecTBe NMPOTUBOMUKPOOHBIX NpenapaToB Heo6Xo[Mmo
U3y4nTb X KIMHUYeCKyto 3ddeKTnBHOCTL [44]. MonyuyeH-
Hble HaMK pe3ynbTaTbl Ha BbICOKOMPOAYKTVBHbIX KOPOBaX
3a cyeT BAVAHMA KOMMNO3MLUMM Ha OCHOBe 6aKTepuoLMHa
HM3MHa Ha MUKPOOUOTY MOOKa nokasanu 3gp$eKTNBHOCTb
UCNONb30BaHUA ee B CXeMe JleYeHnA CYyOKIMHNYEeCKoro
MacTuTa: Tak, B 88,6% npob Habnoganu otTcyTcTBrE POCTa
MUKPOdIOpbI.

3AKNHOYEHKE

B pesynbraTe npoBefeHHOro nccnefoBaHna onpepeneH
COCTaB MUKPOBMOTbI CEKPETa MOJSIOUHON »Kenie3bl BbICOKO-
NPOAYKTVBHbIX KOPOB NPW CYOKIIMHNYECKOM MacTuTe. YcTa-
HOBJIEHO, UTO B 81,4% cnyyaeB 3aboneBaHMe MPOTEKAET Kak
KonHdeKuua, n3 HUX B 21,4 1 28,6% cryyaes BblAenanm 4Ba
1 TpY NaToreHa cooTBeTcTBeHHO. Hanbonee yacto nsonu-
poBanu S. aureus (22,2%) n S. dysgalactiae (16,0%).

MpoBefeHHbI CPaBHUTENbHbIN aHanu3 aHTUbKO-
TUKOPE3UCTEHTHOCTN WU30NIATOB MUKPOOPraHM3MOB,
BblAENIEHHbIX N3 CeKpeTa MOJIOYHOWN XKene3bl KOPOB,
60JIbHbIX CKPbITON GOPMOI MacTUTa, NoKasan Hanuume
NONMPE3NCTEHTHbIX WTaMMOB GaKTepuii rpynnbl Ku-
weyHow nanouku, S. dysgalactiae, A. viridans, S. aureus.
Pe3ncTeHTHOCTBIO K IBYM Fpymnmnam aHTUMUKPOOGHbIX npe-
napaToB obnaganu 62,5 1 47,1% mn3y4YeHHbIX N30JIATOB
BrKMn u A. viridans cooTBeTCTBEHHO. YCTONUMBOCTD S. dys-
galactiae k Tpem rpynnam aHTMOMOTUKOB YCTaHOBUNN
B OTHOLWeHN 43,5% BblfeNeHHbIX WTaMMOB, K YeTbipem
rpynnam — 26,1%. /13yueHHble nsondatbl S. aureus B 62,5%
cnyyaes obnapanvi Pe3NCcTeHTHOCTBIO K YeTbIpeMm rpynmnam
aHTUMUKPOOHbIX NpenapaTos, B 46,9% — K NATW rpynnam,
YCTOMYMBOCTb K WecTu 1 6onee rpynmnam aHTM6MOTUKOB
3apeructpuposanuny 15,6% 1n3onaTos.

B xofe nccnepoBaHmA BAMAHNA KOMNO3MLMM HA OCHOBE
6aKTepuoLIMHa HA3MHA Ha MUKPOBMOTY MOSIOKa Npu Neve-
HIN KOPOB C CYOKIMHMYECKM MacTUTOM Habnopany yse-
NIMYEHME KONMUYeCcTBa NPob ¢ OTCYTCTBUEM MUKPOPIOpPbI
10 88,6%. MKpobUnoTa cekpeTa MOJTOYHOW XeJle3bl KOPOoB
B 8,6% cnyyaeB 6bina npefcrasneHa S. aureus, 2,8% npu-
XOAMNOCb Ha 6aKTepuu rpynnbl KULLEYHOW ManoyKu.
Mpwn 3Tom B 1,4 1 2,7% npo6 BIKMN u S. aureus BbiABRANN
B MarHocTuyeckmx Tutpax 10" n 102 KOE/mn cooTBETCTBEH-
HO, NO3TOMY He ABAANNCH STUONOMMYECKN 3HAUNUMbIMU MU~
KpoopraHn3mamm B pa3BuUTAM MacT/Ta Y KOPOB.
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