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IHMeHcusHe supoulysaHHs cauHel Mpu3godums 00 Mo_IPWEHHSI CaHimapHO-2i2iEHIYHUX yMo8 ympumaHHs. Kpim moeo,
8UPOBHUYI cmpecu Cripusiomb 3HUXEHHIO Pe3UCMEHMHOCMI opeaHiaMy meapuH. [popus imyHimemy gidobpaxaemscsi Ha
36inbWweHHi sunadkig iHheKuiliHuX 3axeoprosaHb ceped MosioOHsKY. [ns 3anobizaHHS HesurnpasdaH020 8UKOPUCMAHHS
aHmubiomukie ma noKpaweHHs iMyHHOI 8idrnosidi y nopocsm 6ynu nposedeHi 8unpobysaHHs MPobIOMUYHUX wmamie
Bacillus subtilis y eocrio0apcmei 3 po3eedeHHs cauHel «IHecmumymy cinbcbkoeo eocriodapcmea llisHiyHo2o Cxody» HAAH
YkpaiHu 3 xoemHs o nucmonad micsub 2021 poky. O6’ekmom docnidxeHb byru nopocsima (0o 30 0i6) Ha dopouwsysaHHi
nopodu JlaHdpac + Benuka. MpobiomuyHi wmamu 6akmepiti podig Bacillus subtilis Wogene, Bacillus subtilis Hanzhou
VEGA, Bacillus subtilis Hansen ma Bacillus subtilis Challenge 3adasanu nopocsimam 3 po3paxyHky 0,3 ke Ha moHHy 800U.
Bwmicm 6akmepiti pody Bacillus subtilis KYO/2: 4 - 4,5x10° KYO & 1 2. YmMo8u ympumaHHs ma 6i0200ieni y KoHMpOosbHill
ma docsidueHux epynax bynu odHakosumu. Adze3usHi enacmusocmi Bacillus subtilis docnidxysanu 3a memodom B.l. Bpu-
nica. [lns nposedeHHs1 bioxiMiuHO20 aHani3y Kpog ompumysaru i3 speMHoi eHU. Bmicm 3a2anbHoeo binka ma to2o ghpakuir
8U3Havyaru 3a AoNoMO200 asmoMamuy4yHo20 bioXiMiYHO20 aHarizamopa i3 3acmocys8aHHsIM 8i0Mo8iOHUX GiaeHOCMUYHUX
cucmem. [ocnidxeHHsMU 8CmMaHo8IeHo, Wo Haubinbwuli cepedHp000608uUl MOKa3HUK npupocmie cnocmepieanu y epyri
nopocsim, Oe surotoganu B. subtilis Chellenge. Pi3Huusi Mixk KOHMpPOoIbHOK ma docniOHUMU epynamu cmaHosuna 2,08 %.
lNokasHuku memaborniamy y nopocsim y epyni 3 B. subtilis Chellenge manu suwiti piseHb nisouyumy Ha 14,7 %; y-2mobyrniHy —
Ha 6,9 % ma anbbymiHy — Ha 2,9 %, nopieHAHO 3 KOHMPOITLHOK 2Pyrno meapuH. Halbinbw eUCOKi MoKa3HUKU ad2esii
makox mas wmam B. subtilis Challenge 1AM 4,86+0,24. 3a pesynbmamamu rposedeHux 00CiOKeHb 8CmaHo8neHuUl MakK-
cumarnbHO eghekmueHul wmam bakmepili 0519 8uKopucmaHHs 8 0aHOMy CeuHapcbkoMy 2ocriodapcmei Bacillus subtilis
Challenge, sikuli MOXHa 3acmocosysamu ropocsimam K anbmepHamuesy aHmubiomukam. Takox 6yro ecmaHo8reHo, Wo
sukopucmarHs Bacillus subtilis e pauioHi docniOHux meapuH nokpaw,ye Mmemaboniam binka e opaaHiami. lepcrekmusoro
rodanbwux 00CTIOXEHb y UbOMY HanpsIMKY € 8U3Ha4YeHHs1 MexaHiamy Oii npobiomuckie Bacillus subtilis Ha i3onsamu namozer-
HUX MIKpOOp2aHiamie ma 8U3HaYeHHs f1iKysanbHO20 eheKkmy Ha C8UHSIX.

Knrovoei cnoea: Bacillus subtilis, mopocsima, npupicm xueoi 8azu, adzesis epumpouumie, Memaboriam nopocsm.

DOl https://doi.org/10.32845/bsnau.vet.2022.1.8
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BcTyn. Yacte 3actocyBaHHs aHTUBIOTUMKIB i3 kOpMamMu
Ans npodinakTukn GakTepianbHUX 3aXBOPOBaHb CNPUSIOThL
BUHWKHEHHIO aHTMBIOTUKOPE3UCTEHTHMX LITaMiB Mikpoopra-
Hi3miB (Islam et al., 2016). Takox 6yno BM3HAYEHO, LLO NpK
LIbOMY OAHOYACHO BWHMKAE Taka npobnema, K 3anuLlku
aHTUBIOTVKIB Yy M'ACHIM NpoayKuii, O He npunycTUMo
(Tanih etal., 2015). Cy4acHoto ansTepHaTUBO0 aHTUMIKPOO-
HUX 3acobiB € NPOBIOTUYHI LWTaMK MIKpOOPraHi3MiB, Hanpu-
knag Bacillus subtilis (Menegat et al., 2019).

Mpo6ioTWKM NOKpaLLytOTb MOKA3HUKM 3POCTaHHS, No3u-
TUBHO BMMMBAIOTb Ha MIKPOBIOTY KULIEYHWKA Ta iMYyHHY
cuctemy (Santillo et al., 2012). MikpobionoriyHuin aHania
kany nokas3aB B3aEMO3B'SI30K KMLUKOBOI MIKpOBIioTM Mix
MOTOMCTBOM Matepi Ta NopocsaTaMu, HAPOLXKEHUMU Bif, CBU-
HOMATOK, ki OTpMMYyBanu NPobioTMKK, 3 aHANOrYHOLO nony-
nsuieto dekanbHUX MIKpobiB, Lo i y cBuHOMaTok. Mporte,
nopocsiTa, HapomXeHi Big CBMHOMATOK, SKi OTpUMyBanu
Bacillus subtilis, npogeMoHCTpyBanu 36inblUeHHs LIBUAKO-
CTi 3pOCTaHHS Ta 3HWXKEHHS LLIBMAKOCTI CMOXUBAHHS KOPMY
y nisHboMy nepiodi BupotysaHHs (Markowiak et al., 2017).

Takum YMHOM, y CBOIX eKCNepPUMEHTaX BYEHi LOBEMM, LU0
BUKOPUCTaHHA NpobioTukiB 6e3nocepeHbLO ANs NOpPOCAT
BiJ HaPOMKEHHS OO MiCSYHOro BiKy MakoTb MaKCUManbHUN
MO3UTMBHUN €(DeKT Ha iX 3POCTaHHS Ta MIKpOBIOTY KuLey-
Huka (Rybachuk et al.,2020).

Cepen kinbkox BuaiB 6akTepii, WO BUKOPUCTOBYHOTHCS
Ak npobioTtuku, Bacillus subtilis € akynsTaTBHUM aHae-
pOOOM i LLMPOKO BUKOPUCTOBYETLCS SIK MOXIUBWIA KaHAMAAT
B OOHOKOMMOHEHTHWI KOPM Yepe3 BUCOKY CTIMKICTb MOro
cynepeyka 0 CyBOpMX YMOB HABKOSMLIHBLOTO CepefoBuLla
(Hanpmknag, LWNyHKOBO-KULLIKOBOTO TPAKTY TBAPUWH), @ TaKOX
MOXTNUBICTb TpMBanoro 36epiraHHs 3a HopMarnbHOi Temne-
paTypu HaBKoMULLIHLOTO cepeposua (Tian et al., 2021)

Lo we Baxnusiwe, B. Subtilis knwkoBui Mikpo0, 3gat-
HUIA POCTU B KULLEYHUKY, MA€E 30aTHICTb CMOXMBATU KNCEHb
Ans nigTpuMmkn aHaepobHoro cepepoBuila Ans npodi-
naktukn abo nikyBaHHS  LLNYHKOBO-KULLKOBKX pO3nafiB
(Yue et al., 2020).

Byno poseneHo, Wo npobioTUKM KOpUCHI Ans BigHOB-
neHHs 6anaHcy KULLIKOBOI MiKpodhnopu, NoKpaLleHHs Tpas-
NEHHS Ta NPOMINaKkTUKN CepLEeBO-CYAUHHUX 3aXBOPHOBaHb
(Kalil & Schooneveld, 2014). 3apa3 npobioTuku LIMPOKO
BUKOPUCTOBYIOTBCS B Xap4oBi MPOMWCIIOBOCTI, @ TakoX
[Ns KOHTPOMIO Ta NpodinakT1KM 3axBoptoBaHb. [ns nokpa-
LEeHHs 300pPOB’Sl Ta 3POCTaHHS MOMOAHSKY TBAPWH Y DKy
4acTo AofdaloTb cneumdiuHi NpoBioTMKM B Pi3HWMX [03ax.
Bynu nposeneHi ekcnepumerTu (Ford et al., 2014) 3 meToto
JOCMiJKEHHS BNAMBY 3BUYANHOMO Ta HAAMIPHOMO CHOXU-
BaHHS NPOBIOTWKIB Ha cKnag KWLIKOBOI (hropu, TpaBneHHs
Ta 300POB’S KULLEYHWKA Y TENAT, ArHAT, nopocaT. B pesynb-
TaTi pocnimpkeHb Oyno BCTaHOBMEHO, LWO NpobioTukK
€ eeKTUBHM 3acob0M MiKyBaHHA CUMHAPOMY nompasHe-
HOrO KMLLEYHMKA, Xo4a YOMY OKPEMi BUAM Ta LTaMKn € Hal-
GiNbLL KOPUCHUMU, 3aNWLIAETLCA HE3PO3YMinuM. [oTpibHi
popatkosi gocnigxeHHs (Ford et al., 2018), nepw Hix byae
BiJOMO Npo ponb NpebioTnkiB abo CMHBIOTUKIB Y NiKyBaHHI
LUMYHKOBO-KMLIKOBMX pO3Magi..

BusHayeHo (Kukkonen et al., 2007) wo wopeHHe
rogyBaHHS  HOBOHAPOMKEHWX  MPOBIOTMKIB  MPOTSATOM

6 MicsuiB i3 3aCTOCYBaHHAM CyMiLLi cneumdiyHnX NpobioTHKIB
9x10° KONOHOYTBOPOKYMX OAMHMLE Byno Be3neuHnm. OpHak
iHLi CTBEPIKYIOTh, L0 AOMOBHIOBATMU LOAEHHY DKY HEMOB-
naT npobiotukamm cnig 3 obepexHicTio abo He pobuTw
Baarani (Braegger et al., 2011; Kobyliak et al.,2016) yepes
HEOO0CTaTHLO PO3BUMHEHUI CTaH IMYHHOI CUCTEMW HEMOBSAT.
[HocnigHukamu (Li et al., 2012) BcTaHOBNEHO, LLO NepopasnbHe
3actocyBaHHs Lactobacillus rhamnosus y BACOKiI 03I nOpo-
caTaM Npu3BOAMIO 4O Aiapei. Takum YMHOM, [OCi iCHYHTh
cynepeyku Lwoado 6esnekn Ta BnvBy nNpobioTUKIB Ha MOMo-
[UX TBApUWH, 30Kpema LLOoAO LUTaMiB, J03yBaHHS Ta TpUBano-
CTi 3agaBaHHs npobioTukie. Lli hakTopn cnig BpaxosysaTti,
OCKiNbKW pi3Hi WTamK, JO3yBaHHS Ta TpWBaniCTb MOXYTb
MaTy pi3ko BigMiHHI echekT Ha opraHiam TBapuH (Ritchie &
Romanuk, 2012). MotpibHa fogatkoBa iHGopmaLis LLoao
[0BrocTpokoBoi 6e3neku npobioTukie Ta NpobioTUUHOI dep-
meHToBaHoi i (Yeo et al., 2016), ocobnueo Wwoao naktoa-
umago3y Ta manbabcopbuii xoByHuX conen (Fabiano et al.,
2021), cnpu4nMHEHUX HaaMIpHUM 36ifbLUEHHSM KinbKOCTi 6ak-
Tepil; Ui NMTaHHS Mano BUBYanuCS.

MeTta po6oOTU: BMBYEHHS aAre3vBHWUX BMAcTUBOCTEN
Bacillus subtilis pisHux WwTamiB Ta ix BNMB Ha IHTEHCUBHICTb
MPUPOCTY XMBOI MacK NOPOCAT Ha AOPOLLYBaHHI.

Matepianu i meTogu gocnigxeHsb. [locnig npoBognnm
Ha NNeMpenpoaykTopi 3 pPO3BEdEHHSI CBUHEN «IHCTUTYTY
cinbcbkoro rocrnogapcTsa [liBHiuHoro Cxogy» HAAH Ykpa-
THM 3 XXOBTHS No nuctonag micaus 2021 poky.

O6’ektoM pocnigxeHb 6ynu nopocsta (go 30 fib) Ha
JopollyBaHHi nopoau Jlangpac + Benuka bina BignosigHo
no aupektusu 2010/63/€C (Hartung, 2010), siki 3aTBEpOXEHi
BWCHOBKOM KOMICii 3 NMUTaHb eTukn Ta BioeTnkn hakynsTeTy
BeTepuHapHoi meaununH1 CyMCbKOro HaLlioHanbHOro arpap-
Horo yHiBepcutety Bif 02.12.2021 poky.

MpobioTnyHi  wramn Gaktepin popis Bacillus  subtilis
Wogene, Bacillus subtilis Hanzhou VEGA, Bacillus subtilis
Hansen Ta Bacillus subtilis Challenge 3apaBanv nopocsitam
3 pospaxyHky 0,3 kr Ha TOHHy BoauW. BMmicT GakTepiii pogy
Bacillus subtilis KYOIr: 4 - 4,5x10° KYO B 1 1. YmoBM yTpu-
MaHHsl Ta BIArodiBni y KOHTPOSbHIA Ta AOCBIAYEHUX rpynax
6ynm opHakoBumu. LLtamm npoGioTuYHUX MiKpOOpraHiamis
[enoHoBaHi i BUpobnsoTees dipMoto «KpoHoc Arpox YkpaiHa.

AgresvsHi BnactueocTi Bacillus subtilis pocnigxysanu
3a metogoM B.l. bpunica. BusHauanu cepegHii nokas-
Huk agresii (ClA), koediuieHT yyacTi eputpouuTtis (KYE)
Ta iHgekc agreavsHocTi eputpoumTis (IAM). PospaxoByBanu
nokasHukmM 3a dhopmynoto (1):

IAM=CT1A*100/KYE (1)

BakTepii He nNposBNSAOTL afre3vBHi BMNacTUBOCTI Mpu
IAM £1,77; |1AM Big 1,77 no 2,49 — HM3bkoaAre3nBHi, Bif
2,51 po 4,0 — cepenHboaaresunsHi Ta >4,0 BUCOKOAAre3mBHi
(Brilis et al., 1986).

[ns npoBeaeHHs GioxiMiYHOro aHani3y KPOB OTPUMYBasK
i3 spemHol BeHn. BmicT 3aranbHoro Ginka Ta moro dpakuii
BM3Ha4yanu 3a [JOMOMOrol aBTOMATUYHOro OBioxiMivHOro
aHanisatopa i3 3acToCyBaHHSM BIANOBIAHUX AiarHOCTWY-
HUX cucteM. KOHUEHTpaLito LMPKYNoUnX iIMyHHUX KOMI-
nekciB (LIK) cepenHboi MonekynsipHoi macu Bu3Havanu
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metogoMm [puHeBuya Ta AndgbopoBa, CEpoOMyKoig —
3a meTofoM Banmep Ta MowwmHa. AKTUBHICTE Mi3oLumMy
(Ko 3,2.1.17) BusHavanu TypOBIiATMETPUYHUM METOLOM
Meppi y mogudikawii X.A. MpaHT.

CTaTUCTUYHUI aHani3 NpoBeaeHUX eKCrepPUMEHTIB po3-
paxoByBanu 3a ponomorot nporpamu Microsoft Exelfor
Windows 2010, BpaxoByBanu CTaTUCTUYHI NOXMBKM Ta MMO-
BIpHICTb MOKa3HWKiB i3 piBHeM noHaa 95% (p<0,05).

Pe3ynbratu. HoBoHapomkeHi nopocsiTa He MatoTh Briac-
HOr0 PO3BMHEHOTO IMYHITETY Ta OOCTaTHBLOI CCHOPMOBAHOI
Tepmoperynauii. ToMy MONOAHSK AyXe CXWUIbHWIA [0 3aXBO-
proBaHb 0COBMMUBO LLMTYHKOBO-KMLLKOBOIO TPAKTY Ta OpraHis
AnxansHoi cuctemu. [ns 30inbleHHs LWaHCIB BWKNBaHHS
MOMOZHSIKY CBUHEW Ha BENWKUX dhepmax, Ae € BUPOOHMYI
cTpecy, i Benuke MikpobHe HaBaHTaXEHHS BUKOPUCTOBY-
Banu npobioTuyHi LuTaMu mikpoopraHiamis Bacillus subtilis.

MNopocata Gynu posTalloBaHi B OAHOMY CBUHAPHMKY,
ane y pisHux rHisgax. TeapuHu Bynu BigibpaHi 3a npuH-
umnom aHanoris. CepefHiii NOKa3HWK NPUPOCTIB Y THI3A;
nopocsTam, Ae BunatoBanu npobioTnyHi bakTepii 3 BOZOH
Bacillus subtilis Hanzhou VEGA, cknas 0,16 kr (puc. 1).

Y KOHTPOMbHWX rpynax cepeaHbof000BuMiA NpuUpicT cTa-
HoBuB 0,12 kr. Pi3HMUS MiX KOHTPOMbHOKW Ta AOCHIAHUMM
rpynamu ctaHosuna 1,33 %. MpobiotnyHi Gaktepii Bacillus
subtilis Hanzhou VEGA nO3WTUBHO BMSIMHYNW Ha picT
Ta PO3BUTOK BCIX NOPOCAT, 3a4iHUX Y OOCMIMKEHHI, He3a-
NEXHO Big NOYaTKOBOI MacK Tina.

MpobioTnuHi mikpoopraHiamu Bacillus subtilis Hansen
3afaBanucs nopocstaMm pasoM i3 Bogoto. lNpu ubomy Tem-
nepatypa y npumMiLLeHHi ctaHoswuna 22°C, TOMy CoXMBaHHS
BoAu He Gyno GinbwuM. 3a pesynbrataMu eKCrnepuMeHTy
cepenHboa000BWI NPUPICT Yy AOCAIQHWUX rpynax CTaHOBWB
0,19 «r, nopiBHsAHO 3 koHTponem — 0,13 kr. Pi3HWUSA MixX KOH-
TPOMbHOK Ta JOCAigHUMYM rpynamm ctaHoBuna 1,46 %.

MNopocata yTpuMmyBanuCb Yy MpUMILLEHHI Ans  ono-
pocy pa3oM i3 CBMHOMATKMW, PO3AineHi no rHisgax. Teapu-
HaM 3afaBanu CTapToBWI KOMGIKOPM BiANOBIAHO A0 Biky
i BunotoBanu npobioTuyHi GakTepii pony Bacillus subtilis
Wogene. Mo 3aBepLueHHs JocnigpkeHb cepeaHbon060BuMi

NoKasHUK y focnigHux rpynax craHosus 0,21 kr. B uen vac
Y KOHTPOMbHMX NopocaT BiH cknagas 0,12 kr, wo Ha 1,75 %
MeHLLE NOPIBHSAHO 3 aHanoriYHMMKU NokasHUKaMu y Jocnig-
HUX TBapUH.

CepepHivi nokasHUK NPUPOCTIB Y rHi3di nopocsTtam, ae
BunotoBanu npobiotnyHi baktepii 3 Bogoto Bacillus subtilis
Chellenge, cknas 0,25 Kr. Y KOHTPONbHUX Fpynax cepeaHbo-
pobosun npupict ctaHosmB 0,12 kr. Pi3HWUS MK KOHTPOIb-
HOIO Ta AocnigHUMK rpynamu ctaHosuna 2,08 %.

Mg Yac npoBedeHHst ekcnepumeHTy Gyno BCTaHOBMEHO,
LU0 Y MOPOCHT KOHTPOMBHOI rPynK NOKasHVK cepenHb00060B0ro
npupocty 6yB y Mexax 80-120 r Ha goby. Y focnigHux rpynax,
[le 3apaBanu NpoBioTUYHI LLITaMK1 MIKpOOPraHi3miB, aGCOMNOTHII
npupict ctaHosmB 160-250 r Ha Joby. Ane Kpallie BUAHO No3u-
TUBHY TEHZEHL|IO Y 3pOCTaHHI Y NOPOCST i3 Baroo Bif TPbOX A0
M'ATY KiNnorpam, OCKiMbKW MOPIBHSHO 3 KOHTPOMeM IxHii cepen-
HbozoboBuI NpupicT 6yB y mexxax 180-200 r Ha foBy.

Takox nig 4ac npoBefdeHHs ekcnepumeHTy Bynu npo-
BeEeHi reMaTonoriyHi 4OCNIMKEHHS ANS BUBHAYEHHS PiBHS
iIMYHITETY NOPOCAT y KOHTpONi Ta gocnigi (tabn. 1).

B pesynerati npoBefeHux gocnigxeHb 6yno BcTa-
HOBMEHO, WO Y MOPOCAT rpynu KOHTPOMo OyB HU3bKUN
piBeHb nizouumy 34,0 mkr/mn, y-rnobyninie — 12,3 % Ta
anbbymiHis 50,6 %.

®pakuis y-rmobyniHn € HanBaxnueilow cepeq Oinkis
KpoBi Ta 6epe y4acTb Y iIMyHHOMY 3axuUCTi OpraHiamy nopo-
cAaT. Bucokun BmicT y-rnobyniHiB 3abesnedye nigBuLLeHy
CTIMKICTb MOPOCAT 4O 3aXBOPIOBaHb iHAEKLINHOI Ta HeiH-
dhekuinHoi eTionorii.

Y nopocat, skum 3agasanu Bacillus subtilis Wogene,
6yB BULLMIA piBEHb Mi3oumMMy — Ha 6,6 %, y-rnobyniHiB —
Ha 4,4 % Ta anbbymiHiB Ha 4,1 % NOPIBHSAHO 3 KOHTPOMBHOK
rpynoto (p<0,05).

PiBeHb cepoMyKoifiB Ta LMPKYOYUX IMYHHUX KOMI-
NEKCIB Y KPOBI NOPOCAT KOHTPOMBHOI Ta JOCAiAHMX rpyn 6yB
y Mexax qisionoriyHoi HopMu, L0 BKa3ye Ha BIOCYTHICTb
B OpraHiami TBapuH 3anasnbHWX NpoLeciB.

Harikpalyi pesynsratu oTpumanu y JOCRigHIA rpyni
nopocat 3 Bacillus subtilis Challenge y pauioHi, e piBeHb

Bacillus subtilis Hansen

CepenHbo1000BHIi MPUPICT MOPOCAT MO IpPynam, Kr

m Bacillus subtilis Hanzhou VEGA m Bacillus subtilis Wogene

Bacillus subtilis Chellenge

Puc. 1. PesynbTaT npopocCTy XXMBOI Baru y NopocAT 3a BUKOpUcTaHHsA Bacillus subtilis
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nisounmy 6yB BULLUM — Ha 14,7 %; y-rnobyniHiB — Ha 6,9 %
Ta anbbymiHiB Ha 2,9 %, NOPIBHAHO 3 KOHTPOSILHOKO FPYNOI0
TBapuH (p<0,05).

He MeHL BaXnuBMM MOKa3HUKOM AN1s piBHA MeTabo-
ni3My NopocsT € anbByMmiH, IKUN AEMOHCTPYE CTYMiHb 3aCBO-
toBaHHS Ginka opraHiamom. Ockifnbku BCi mopocsita 3Haxo-
OUNUCS Ha OZHAKOBOMY paLioHi, 3@ BUHATKOM NpobioTukis,
TO MOXHAa 3poOWTM BMCHOBOK, LLO BUKOpUCTaHHA Bacillus
subtilis B pauioHi focniaHMX TBApWH NOKpaLlye MeTaboniam
Ginka B opraHiami. Llei chakt Hagani MoxHa BUKOPUCTOBY-
BaTW ANs po3pobKy paLlioHIB AN MOPOCAT Ha JOPOLLYBaHHI
NS nonepeqXeHHs! BUHUKHEHHS HabpsikoBOT XBOpobu.

[eLo Hwk4i pesyneTat oTpUManu y rpynax, Ae BUKO-
puctoByBanu Bacillus subtilis Hansen ta Bacillus subtilis
Hanzhou VEGA. Tak piBeHb nisouumy Ta anbbymiHiB Ha
OfIHOMY PIBHi 3 KOHTpOneM. Y rpynax, Ae 3acToCcOBYBaBCS
Bacillus subtilis Hansen Ta Bacillus subtilis Hanzhou VEGA
piBeHb y-rnobyniHis 6ys Buwmm Ha 5,8 % Ta 4,9 % Bigno-
BigHO (p<0,05).

Takox Oynu npoBefeHi nabopaTopHi  AOCHISKEHHS
3 BM3HAYEHHs afre3vBHUX BiacTMBOCTEN wrTamiB Bacillus
subtilis Wogene, Bacillus subtilis Hanzhou VEGA, Bacillus
subtilis Hansen ta Bacillus subtilis Challenge. Pesynsratu
JocnigxeHb HaBeaeHo y Tabnuui 2.

B pesynbrati npoBegeHHs ekcnepumeHTy 6yno BcTa-
HOBMEHO, L0 NPOBIOTUYHI WTaMu MikpoopraHiamis Bacillus
subtilis Wogene, Bacillus subtilis Hanzhou VEGA, Bacillus
subtilis Hansen ta Bacillus subtilis Challenge manu pis-
HUI CTyniHb afresii Ha epuTpouuTax CBUHeR. BignosigHo
[0 knacudgikauii bpinic kynetypu wramis Bacillus subtilis
Hanzhou VEGA T1a Bacillus subtilis Hansen manu iHoekc
aareamBHocTi eputpoumTie 1,96+0,13 Ta 2,00£0,11 Bigno-
BiQHO, L0 BBaXaeTbCs HW3bKOAATE3WBHUM MOKA3HUKOM
(tabn. 1). Wram Bacillus subtilis Wogene maB cepeaHi agre-
3uBHi BnacTtmeocTi IAM 3,79+0,20. HanbinbLu Bucoki nokas-

Huku agresii maB Bacillus subtilis Challenge 1AM 4,86+0,24.
HuW3bki NokasHWKM aare3MBHOCTI OCNIAXYBaHUX NPob6ioThy-
HUX LUTaMIB MOXYTb ByTV NoB’A3aHi 3 iHribyounum edekTom
BioumHiIB, LLO NPOAYKYOTECS HUMM.

O6roBopeHHsi. CriopoyTBOptotoYi BakTepin BUKOPUCTO-
BYIOTbCS 5K NPOBIOTUYHI 0BaBKM AN BUKOPUCTAHHS B KOp-
Max Ons TBapuH, XapyoBux fobaBkax Ans NoLen, a Takox
y 3apeecTpoBaHnX nikax. Ix TepMocTabinbHICTb | 3AaTHICTL
BWXMBATU Yepes LUNyHKoBWiA Bap’ep pobuthb ix npusabnu-
BUMU K Xap4oBi AoGaBkK, i LW HanpsiM 3apa3 po3BMBa-
€TbCsA. X04a iX YacTo BBaXalTb I'PYHTOBUMM OpraHiamamu,
LSt KOHLIENLis € NOMUMKOBOL, i Bacillus cnig BBaXxaTu KMLLIKO-
BUMM MikpobioTamu (Mingmongkolchai & Panbangred, 2018).
BukopuctaHHs npoBioTuKIB ik KOPMOBUX A0OABOK Y TBApUH-
HULTBI 3HAYHO 3POCMO 3a OCTaHHE AecsATupivya, 0cobnmeo
nicns 3abopoHM Ha aHTUBIOTUYHI CTUMYNATOPU POCTY B CEK-
Topi TBapuHHULTBa (Jezewska-Frackowiak et al., 2018).

JocnigHukmn (Larsen et al., 2014) BcTaHOBMNM, LLO i30-
natn B. subtilis nokasanu Havkpalli 3aranbHi XapakTte-
PUCTUKM i, OTXe, NOTeHLian ANns BUKOPUCTAHHS B SKOCTI
npobioTu4yHMX [06aBoK y Kopma. 36inblUEeHHS XWBOI Baru
y NOpOCAT MpW BUKOPUCTaHHI NpobioTukiB BigbOyBaeTLCS
3@ paxyHOK MOKpalleHHs Mikpobiomy kuwevHuka. Kuw-
koBa Mikpocbriopa CBMHEN Bifirpae BaxIsMBy porb Y Mop-
chonorii kuweyHuka, iMyHiTeTi, TpasneHHi Ta 3gopos’i (Niu
et al.,, 2015). MikpoopraHi3Mu KULIEYHMKA CBUHEN MOXHa
knacudikyBat Ha M'aTb TUNiB: Proteobacteria, Firmicutes,
Bacteroidetes, Spirochaetes Ta Actinobacteria (Ashida et
al., 2011; Kim et al., 2012). OgHak MikpobioTa KuLLIeYHKKa
AnHaMivHa, i Ti ckmag MOCTIMHO 3MIHIETLCS Y BiANOBIOb
Ha vac, BiK, AieTy, npobioTukn Ta Barato iHWMX hakTopis
(Isaacson & Kim, 2012).

HavBuumin cepedHin nokasHuk npupocTiB ByB y rHisgi
nopocst, Ae BunotoBanu Bacillus subtilis Chellenge Ha
2,08 %, nopiBHAHO 3 KOHTpOIbLHO rpynoto (He et al., 2017).

Tabnuus 1
BioximiuHi noka3Hmku nepuchepryHoOi KpoBi MonogHsika cBuHen, (Mtm), n=10
. 3arancHuit | AnbGyMiH, Mmobynixun LUK, Cepomykoiay, Nizouum,
MpoGiotuk 6inok, rin % Q- B- y- mr/mn Mmr/mn MKr/Mn
Bac\’,'(j‘éggr‘]’é’t”"s 67,4012 | 57,1%40,18 | 13,6£0,10 [12,6£0,19 | 16,7"£0,12 | 0,16:0,02 |  0,20+0,05 37,0*0,28
Bag(]’;’ﬁei”gbet”’s 69,740,20 | 53,4*+0,24 | 14,80,10 |12,640,32 | 19,2*40,22 | 0,110,05 |  0,22+0,04 39,0*+0,25
Bacilus SUbfils | 6661032 | 50,440,18 |17,440,32 | 14,1£0,45 | 18,10,27 | 0,15:0,05 | ~ 0,210,08 34,0+0,28
Bacillus subtilis %
Hanzhou VEGA 65,5+0,36 50,240,47 |16,1+0,14 | 16,5+0,35| 17,2*+0,28 | 0,17+0,06 0,23+0,09 34,0+0,74
KoHTponb 64,7+0,57 50,0+0,38 |19,6+0,12|18,1+£0,29 | 12,3+0,50 | 0,13+0,36 0,23+0,56 34,0+0,14
lpumimka: * - p<0,05 nopieHAHO 3 KOHMpPonem
Tabnuuga 2
AparesuBHi BnactuBocTi wramis Bacillus subtilis, (Mm), n=10
Ne Bacillus subtilis CNA KYE 1AM
1 Bacillus subtilis Wogene 2,28+0,12 60,0+7,07 3,79+0,20
2 Bacillus subtilis Hanzhou VEGA 1,350,110 80,75+4,94 1,9640,13
3 Bacillus subtilis Hansen 1,70+0,09 84,25+2 53 2,00£0,11
4 Bacillus subtilis Challenge 3,48+0,12 85,50+2,10 4,8610,24
ClIA  cepedHiti nokasHuk adeesii epumpoyumis; KYE — koegpiuiehm ywyacmi epumpouyumie y rpoueci adeesii;

IAM — iHdekc adze3usHocmi epumpoyumie.
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[Npw BU3HaYEHHI BNnmBY NpobioTUKIB Ha MeTaboniam nopo-
AT Byno BCTAHOBMEHO, LLIO BULLMIA piBeHb fizouumy Ha 14,7 %;
y-rnobyniny — Ha 6,9 % Ta ansbymiHy — Ha 2,9 % ByB y rpyni
3 Bacillus subtilis Chellenge, nopiBHSIHO O KOHTPOSbHUX TBa-
puH. 3a pesynsratamn NpoBedeHNX JOCTiMKeHb MOXHa 3po-
B1TK BUCHOBOK, Lo npobioTuk Bacillus subtilis Chellenge mae
BUCOKi iMyHOCTUMYTTtotoMi BnacTusocTi (Mazkour al., 2020).

Takox pocnigHukom  (Cutting, 2011) BCTaHOBMEHO,
WO BuKOopUCTaHHa B. subtilis noTeHuinHO MOXyTb Aono-
MOITW 3MILHWTU iIMyHHY CUCTEMY OpraHiamy Ans 6opotsou
3 Hacnigkamu BnnuBy 36yaHUKa canbMOHeNMN.

Kpim Toro 6yno BusHaveHo, Lo HaibinbLl BUCOKI NOKas-
HUKK afresii Takox mMaB wWTtam Bacillus subtilis Challenge
IAM 4,86+0,24. JocnigHukamm (Guo al., 2016) BcTaHoB-
NeHo, WO 3acTocyBaHHA TBapWHaM BiAMOBIQHOMO LITaMy
Bacillus subtilis nokpaluye imyHiTeT, 36inbluye BUCOTY BOp-
CUHOK CnM30BOI OBOMOHKM KULLIEYHUKA (ABaHagUATUNAnoi
Ta TOHKOI KULUKW) Ta 3MeHLLye 3arnbernb Bifg iHEKLiHMX
3aXBOpPOBaHb.

BucHoBku. [lpoBegeHMMU [OCHIMHKEHHAMU BCTaHOB-
NEeHO, WO HanbinbLni cepeaHbOA000BMI NOKA3HUK NPUPO-
ctiB 0,25 kr cnoctepiranu y rpyni NopocaT, Ae BUNOOBanu
Bacillus subtilis Chellenge. Nopocata manu BULLWIA piBEHb
nisouumy Ha 14,7 %; y-rnobyniHy — Ha 6,9 % Ta anbbymiHy —
Ha 2,9 %, NOPIBHSAHO 3 KOHTPOSILHOK rPynot TBapuH. Han-
GinbLU BUCOKI NOKa3HUKK aaresii Takox MaB WTam Bacillus
subtilis Challenge 1AM 4,86+0,24. B pe3ynbrati npoBeaeHux
JOCNimMKeHb BCTAHOBMEHNN ePEeKTUBHUIA WTaM Mikpoopra-
Hi3MIB 41151 BUKOPUCTAHHS B JAHOMY CBMHApPCbKOMY roCro-
fapctsi. BukopuctanHsa Bacillus subtilis Challenge y poasi
0,3 Kkr Ha TOHHY BoaM, B koHUeHTpauii KYO/r: 4 — 4,5x10°
KYO B 1 r MOXHa 3aCTOCOBYBaTW NOpPOCATaM B SKOCTi KOp-
MOBOI 406aBKM ANs CTUMYNALLT pOCTY Ta 3MILHEHHS iIMYHHOI
cucTemu.

MNepcnekTmBol0 nofanbliMX  OOCAIAKEHb Y  LbOMY
HanpsMKy € BU3Ha4YEHHS MexaHi3Mmy Aito npobioTukis Bacillus
subtilis i30nATV NATOreHHMX MiKpOOPraHi3MiB Ta BU3HAYEHHS
NiKyBarnbHOro eeKTy Ha CBUHSIX.
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Effect of Bacillus subtilis on pigs on weaning

Intensive rearing of pigs leads to deterioration of sanitary and hygienic conditions. In addition, industrial stress reduces
the resistance of animals. Breakthrough of immunity is reflected in an increase in cases of infectious diseases among young
animals. To prevent the unjustified use of antibiotics and improve the immune response in piglets, tests of probiotic strains
of Bacillus subtilis were conducted in the pig farm «Institute of Agriculture of the Northeasty NAAS of Ukraine from October to
November 2021. The object of research were piglets (up to 30 days) on the rearing of Landrace + Big breed. Probiotic strains
of bacteria of the genera Bacillus subtilis Wogene, Bacillus subtilis Hanzhou VEGA, Bacillus subtilis Hansen and Bacillus
subtilis Challenge were given to piglets at the rate of 0.3 kg per ton of water. Content of bacteria of the genus Bacillus subtilis
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CFU/g:4-4,5x%10° CFU in 1 g. Conditions of keeping and fattening in the control and experimental groups were the same.
The adhesive properties of Bacillus subtilis were studied by the method of VI Brillis. For biochemical analysis, blood was
obtained from the jugular vein. The content of total protein and its fractions was determined using an automatic biochemical
analyzer using appropriate diagnostic systems. Studies have shown that the highest average daily gain was observed in
the group of piglets fed B. subtilis Chellenge. The difference between the control and study groups was 2,08 %. Metabolic
parameters in piglets in the group with B. subtilis Chellenge had a higher level of lysozyme by 14,7 %; y-globulin - by 6,9 %
and albumin - by 2,9 %, compared with the control group of animals. The strain of B. subtilis Challenge IAM 4,86 + 0,24 also
had the highest adhesion rates. The results of the research established the most effective strain of bacteria for use in this pig
farm Bacillus subtilis Challenge, which can be used for piglets as an alternative to antibiotics. It was also found that the use
of Bacillus subtilis in the diet of experimental animals improves protein metabolism in the body. The prospect of further
research in this direction is to determine the mechanism of action of Bacillus subtilis probiotics on isolates of pathogenic
microorganisms and to determine the therapeutic effect in pigs.
Key words: Bacillus subtilis, piglets, live weight gain, erythrocyte adhesion, piglet metabolism.
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