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Abstract. The study on the prevalence of subclinical mastitis in goat milk and com-

Dhnipro State Agrarian and Economic parison of different methods of determining the number of somatic cells in goat milk were
University, Sergii Efremov Str., 25, carried out. The goat herds of German white, Anglo-Nubian, Alpine and local breeds, were
Dnipro, 49600, Ukraine studied twice to determine the subclinical mastitis: 83 dairy goats were examined in autumn,

and 144 animals in spring. The first portions of milk were examined by mastoid test and
Tel.: +38-056-268-54-87 the California mastitis test (CMT). Samples of milk were studied at the Laboratory of Food

Hygiene at the Department of Parasitology, Veterinary and Sanitary Expertise at the Dnipro
E-mail: zazharskayan@gmail.com State Agrarian and Economic University. The settling test was conducted and the determi-

nation of somatic cell count in milk was carried out by viscosimetric method. We also made
Cite this article: Zazharska, N. N., milk films and stained them by the May-Grunwald method. After that the number of somatic
& Rosenko, S. . (2018). Study on the cells using microscope was calculated. As a result of bacteriological research of milk on
prevalence of subclinical mastitis in goat milk.  pathogens, mastitis Staphylococcus aureus was isolated in autumn. In six months, the num-

Theoretical and Applied Veterinary Medicine,

; L S o o . ;
6(3). 50-53. doi 10.32819/2018.63010 ber of goats suffering from subclinical mastitis decreased from 12% to 8%, by improving the

control of the udder health of farm animals. The mastoid test was better than the California
mastitis test with goat milk, due to the formation of a tighter clot. From the milk samples
which were positive or questionable on mastoid test, 29% samples were found consistent
with the requirements of DSTU 7006:2009 for second-rate quality milk by viscosimetric
method and settling test. Using the arbitration method (direct microscopy), it was found that
the number of somatic cells did not meet the requirements of DSTU in all tests. The exact
somatic cell count in goat milk should be determined only by direct microscopic or fluoro-
ptoelectronic calculation. In samples that showed the largest somatic cell count in milk films
(> 20 million/cm?), only 2 818 & 956 x103 cells/cm?® were determined by viscometric meth-
od, which proves the accuracy of the arbitration method. For continuous milk production
and good-quality goods with a low number of somatic cells using viscometric method
(< 600 thousand/cm?), it is recommended to continuously renovate the goat herd, since the
lowest number of somatic cells in milk is observed in goats of the first lactation (firstborns).

Keywords: goat milk, somatic cells, mastoid test, california mastitis test, viscosimetric
method, milk films.

Locnip)XeHHA MONOKa Ki3 Ha CYOKNiHIYHMM macTuT

H. M. 3axapcbKa, C. O. PoceHKo
JHinposcbKuli depxcasHull azpapHo-eKoHOMIYHUU yHisepcumem, M. Hinpo, YKpaiHa

AHotauisi. [IpoBeieHO MiarHOCTHKY CYOKIIIHIYHOTO MAacTUTY Ki3 1 MOPIBHSIHHS Pi3HUX METOMAIB BU3HAYCHHS KUTBKOCTI COMaTHYHUX
KJIITHH y KO3MHOMY MoJioLii. J[Bidi Ha CyOKIiHIYHUI MACTUT JOCHIIKEHO CTAO0 Ki3 albiiChKOi, aHII0-HYyOiiCchKOT, HiMEIbKOT 61101 Ta Mic-
1eBoi mopia: Bocenw 83 xiitHi ko3u, HaBecHi — 144 TBapuHH. [Tepmri mopuii MoJIoKa JOCIIPKyBaJIM MaCTHANHOBOIO IIPO0OOIO Ta KasidopHili-
CHKUM MacCTHTHHM TECTOM Yy TocromapcTsi. JlabopaTtopHi TociikeHHs BUKOHYBAJIH B JIAOOpaTopii TirieHu Xap4oBoi IpoAyKIii kKadeapu
NapasuTosIorii Ta BeTepHHAPHO-CaHITApHOI eKcriepTu3u J{HIIPOBCHKOTO AEPKABHOIO arpapHO-eKOHOMIYHOro yHiBepcurteTy. [IpoBeneHo
1poOy BiICTOIOBaHHS, BU3HAYEHHS KUTBKOCTI COMaTHYHUX KJIITHH y MOJIOLII 3a ONOMOTO0I0 Ipriany “Comaroc” 3araJlbHONIPUHHATHMH Me-
TogaMu. BUTOTOBIISITH Ma3Kky MOJIOKA Ta 3a0apBitoBaiy 3a Maii-I proHBambI0M, MiciIs 90T0 BU3HAYAIH KUTBKICTh COMAaTHYHHUX KIIITHH i
MIKpOCKOIOM. 3a pe3ysibTaTaMy 0aKTepioIoridHOro JOCTIKEHHSI MOJIOKa Ha 30y/THHKH MacTUTY BOCEHH BUaLIeHO Staphylococcus aureus.
3a miBpOKY KiJIBKICTB Ki3, XBOPUX HA CyOKIIHIYHMH MacTHT, 3HU3MWIAcA 3 12% 10 8 %, YoMy CIIpUSIB IIOCHICHHI KOHTPOJIb 3J0pOB’ sl BUMEHI
TBapWH 1 CBOeYacHe Horo JiKyBaHHA B rocniofapcTsi. [1ig yac mocmimkeHHs BUSBICHO, II0 B Po0i 3 MACTHAWHOM peaKilis BiIOyBa€eThCs
Kpaile, HiX y KaniopHiiCbKOMY MacTUTHOMY TECTi, 32 PaXyHOK YTBOPSHHS LIIJIBHINIOro 3rycTKy. I3 mpo0d Mooka, MO3UTUBHUX a00 CyM-
HIBHUX 32 MacCTHJIMHOBOIO MPo0OOr0, BUSBIIN 29% mpo0, siki Bianosinamm Bumoram JJCTY 7006:2009 i KO3WHOTO MOJIOKa JAPYTOro Ta-
TYHKY 32 JIOTIOMOTOIO BiCKO3HMETPHUIHOTO METOLY 1 MpoOH BiICTOIOBaHHS. AJle 3a apOiTpakHIM METOAOM (TIpsiMa MiKPOCKOITis) KiJIbKICTh
COMaTHYHHX KIITHH He Binnosinana Bumoram JICTVY B ycix npo6ax. TouHy KiIbKiCTh COMATUYHUX KIITHH Y KO3HHOMY MOJIOL TOTPiOHO
BCTAHOBJIFOBATHU TUIbKH IIUISIXOM IiAPAaXyHKY MPSMUM MiKPOCKOIMIYHHUM METOJOM a00 3 BUKOPUCTAHHSM (ITyOPOONTOCICKTPOHHUX JYMIIb-
HHKIB. Y mpo0ax MOJIOKa, Jie BiZiMiueHa HalO1IbIIa KiJIbKICTh COMaTHYHKUX KIITHH 32 MipaxyHKy B Ma3kax (> 20 MiH/cM?), 32 JOITOMOT00
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npuitany “Comaroc” BuzHaueHo Jumre 2 818 + 956 Tuc./cM, 10 TOBOIUTH TOYHICTH apOiTpaXkHOro MeToay. Jist moCTIHHOrO OTpHUMaHHS
MOJIOKA 3 HM3bKOO KUJIbKICTIO COMaTHYHHX KJIITHH BiCKO3UMETPHYHIM MeTofoM (< 600 THC./CM?) 3 METOFO BUTOTOBJICHHSI BHCOKOSIKICHOTO
CHpY TOCIIOAPCTBY PEKOMEHIOBAHO MOCTiifHE OHOBJIEHHS CTaa JIMHUX Ki3, OCKUIFKUA HAHHIKYY KUTbKICTh COMAaTHYHHX KIIITHH Y MOJIOI

MAarOTh KO3H MEPIIOi JIaKTawii (IEPBICTKH).

KurwuoBi ciioBa: ko3WHE MOJIOKO, COMATHYHI KIIITHHH, MaCTHIWHOBa MpoOa, KamiopHIHCEKHN TecT, BICKO3UMETPUYHHUI METOII,

Mas3KH MOJIOKa.

Beryn

CoMarH4Hi KIITHHHU € BaKJIMBHM KOMIOHEHTOM Mojoka. Kinb-
KICTh TX BUKOPUCTOBYIOTB SIK TOKa3HHK 370POB’SI MOJIOYHOT 3aJ1031
Ta SKOCTI MOJIOKA. 31e0UIBIIOro KiTbKICTh JOCIIJDKEHD MIPUCBSYe-
HO caMe BHBUEHHIO Pi3HOMaHITHHX (pakTopiB, sKi BIUIMBAIOTH HA
KIJIBKICTh COMAaTHYHMX KITITHH y Mojoui pisHux tBapuH (Paape et
al., 2018). BcTanoBneHo, 0 KiJbKICTh COMATHYHHX KJIITHH CYTT€E-
BO 3aJIGKHTH BiJI KUTBKOCTI OakTepiil y KOpPOB’SYOMY MOJOII, TOII
SK KUIBKICTh COMAaTHYHUX KJIITHH HE KOPEIIO€ 3 MOKAa3HUKOM BiKY
TBapuH abo KinbkocTi Hypoderma lineatum y xopiB. Pesymsratu
JTOCTIKEHHS BKa3yIOTh Ha Te, IO caHiTapHa o0poOKka BHMEHI Ta
Ipoleypa A0iHHS, AKY 3aCTOCOBYIOTh (hepMepH, TaKOXK BIIUBAE HA
KUTBKICTh coMaTruHuX KiiTuH y mosoni (Kline, 2018).

BiTYM3HSIHMMH BYCHUMH 3’5ICOBAHO BIUIMB PAlliOHYy Ha MOKa3-
HHUKH SKOCTI Ta GE3MEYHOCTI KO3HHOTO Mojioka (Zazharska et al.,
2018). [loBeneHO, IO KOHICHTpAIiSi MOJOYHOTO KHPY Ta HOTro
CKJIa]] 3aJICKATh BiJl THITY 1 KUTBKOCTI KOPMY, IOPOJIH, CTa il TaKTa-
1ii, KUTBKOCTI JTaKTalliif, ce30HHuX 3MiH (Souza et al., 2009). Ckian
MOJIOKa BU3HAYAEThCS PEryIIIieto 6ap’epa MK KPOB'I0 Ta IapeH-
ximoro BuMeHi. LimicHicTh 6ap’epa HaliyacTime oOyMOBIIOE CTaH
370poB’Sl BUMEHi. MacTUT NPU3BOIUTH 10 IMOLIKOIKEHHS LBOTO
Oap’epa mijJ Ji€r0 MiKpOOHHUX TOKCHHIB 1 IPOIYKTIB OOMiHY pedo-
BuH (Wagner et al., 2009; Leitner et al., 2004).

[HailichKi BYCHI BUSBHIIM, 110 32 MACTUTY KUIbKICTh HeHTpodi-
JTiB 301IbIIy€eThCs B OBellb (74,08 + 4,02%) Ta ki3 (79,10 + 3,75%),
TOJI SIK y MOJIOLI BiJl 3OPOBHX OBEIb IEPEBAXAOTh Makpodaru
(54,60 + 4,40%). {1 Mosoka BiJj 310pPOBHX Ki3 XapakTepHa Oiib-
mricTh Hedrpodinis (64,10 £ 5,91%), mo nokasye BUIOBI 0COOIH-
Bocri (Shah et al., 2017).

[Momyk MOXJIMBHX KPUTEpIiB CYOKIiHIYHOrO MAacTUTy B Ki3
YCKJIaJHEHUH BiJICYTHICTIO TIOPOTOBUX 3HAYCHB JUIsL Au(EpeHIIiro-
BaHHS MOJIOKa BiJl 310poBoi Ta XBopoi TBapuHH (Ying et al., 2002;
Min et al., 2007). Yueni BKa3ytoTh Ha MAaKCUMaJIbHE 3HAYCHHSI KiJlb-
KOCTI COMATHYHMX KJITHH JUis Ki3 y miamasoni Big 200 tuc./cm®
110 JIeKUIbKOX MinbioHIB kiiTHH Ha 1 cM® (Raynal-Ljutovac et al.,
2007). IMix wac mocmimxenHs 36ipHoro monoka Big 1400 ki3 orpu-
MaHO CEpeIHIO KilIbKiCTh 779 THC./cM? coMaTnuHuX KiiTuH (Souza
et al., 2009). [HIIMMH HOCTiTHUKAMH BUSBICHO CEpPEIHBOTEOME-
TPUYHE 3HAYCHHS KUIBKOCTI coMarmuuux Kimitue (1345 tuc./cm®)
i cepennpoapudmernune (1403 tuc./cM®) Big 642 npo6 36ipHOrO
KO3MHOTO MoJtoka. [Ticis mboro mpoBoxuIN 6aKTepioIorivHi JOCTi-
JUKEHHST P00 MOJIOKA Mi3HBOI JIakTamii 3 KiIbKICTIO COMAaTHYHUX
KititiH > 1 Mita/em® (n = 94), 3 sikux Tinbku 29,76% kiracudikosaHi
SIK BUTBHI Bix MikpoopraHi3mis (Vasiu et al., 2008).

OTXe, BUCHI NPOAOBXKYIOTh BECTH MOLIYK HEHPSAMHX HOCIHi-
JDKEeHB, SIKI BKa3ylOTh Ha CyOKJIIHIYHMI MacTHUT Ki3, KPiM METOLY
GakTepionoriyHoro BusBIeHHS 30ynHUKIB (Stuhr & Aulrich, 2010).

Merta HaOHO JOCTIHKEHHS — MOPIBHATH Pi3HI METOIU BH3HA-
YEHHS KUIbKOCTI COMaTHYHUX KJIITHH y KO3HHOMY MOJIOLI JJISI MOXK-
JIMBOCTI IarHOCTUKH CyOKJIIHIYHOTO MacTHUTY Ki3.

Marepian i MmeToau A0CTiTKEeHb
JIBiui Ha CYOKJITiHIYHMI MAaCTHT AOCITIHKCHO CTamo Ki3 ajb-
MiACBKOT, aHMI0-HyOiHChKOT, HIMEIbKOI 0101 Ta MiCIeBOT MOPi/T

MIPUBATHOTO MiANpPHEMCTBA ‘“YKpCLIbrocmpom”, poO3TamloBaHE B
micti Iliaropomse JIHImpONEeTpOBCHKOTo paiioHy JIHIpOmeTpoB-
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cpKol obmacti. Y sxoBTHI 2017 poky mociimkeno 83 miitHi ko3u, y
kBiTHI 2018 poky — 144. Binbupanu nepuri nopuii Moyioka, micis
4Oro iX DOCIIPKyBaJH 32 IOMIOMOTOK MacTHANHOBOI IPOOH Ta Ka-
TiOpHIHCHKMM MacTHTHHM TECTOM y Jaboparopii TirieHn xap4o-
Boi npoaykuii kKadenpyu napasuTosorii Ta BeTepUHAPHO-CAHITapHOT
eKcIepTH3u J[HIPOBCHKOTO AEPKaBHOTO arpapHO-eKOHOMIYHOTO
yHiBepcutety. [Ipobu BiACTOIOBaHHS, BH3HAYCHHS KiIBKOCTI CO-
MaTHYHUX KIITHH Y MOJIOLI NPOBOIMIM 3a JOIOMOIOI0 IIPUIIALy
“ComMaroc” 3arallbHONPUHHATAMH METOIAMH. Y BUTOTOBJICHHUX
Ma3Kax MoJIOKa it 3abapBineHux 3a Maii-I proHBanbaIOM MiIpaxoBy-
BaJIM KUTBKICTh COMAaTUYHHX KIIITHH ITiJl MiIKPOCKOIIOM 3 00’ €KTUBOM
x100 (Zazharska, 2018).

Pe3ynbTaTn Ta ix 00roBopeHHs

V sxoBtHi 2017 poky, mig yac gociimkenHs 83 ki3 Ha CyOKTiHIg-
Huil MacTuT, y 37 TBapUH BUSBWIN NTO3UTUBHUN pe3ylIbTaT MacTH-
JIMHOBOIO MPo60r0. J[I1 0CTaTO4HOTrO AiarHO3y BijJ X TBapHH Bi-
nibpany MOJIOKO Ta MpoBeiH Hpoly BixcroroBanHs. BusieiaeHo 10
TBapyH, XBOPUX Ha CYOKIIHIYHUNA MACTHUT, IO CTAaHOBUTH 12% Bix
craga. [Ipo6u Bix 20 ki3 moka3amu CyMHIBHHH pesynsrar (24%).
VY 7 ki3 cyOKJIiHIYHHI MacTUT HE BHSBHJIM, HPOTE CIOCTEPiraiu
TIABUIEHHST KUTBKOCTI COMaTHYHUX KIITHH, K€ MOXKJIMBO BUKJIU-
KaHO cTareBUM 30ymkeHHSIM. OCKUTBKH BiJICOTOK XBOPHUX TBapHH
Bucokuil (12%), TO mpoBOIMIM OaKTEpioNOTiUHE OCIIIKEHHS
MOJIOKa Ha 30yIHHKH MacTHTY, 32 Pe3yJIbTaTaMH SKOTO BHIJICHO
Staphylococcus aureus.

Yepe3 6 MiCALIB MOBTOPHO OOCTEXyBanu cramo 3i 144 miliHux
Ki3, 3 SIKMX 51 TBapHHY BIIIUIMIM B OKpEMy TPyILy 31 CyOKIIHIYHUM
MacTUTOM a0o 3 MiJ03pOr0 Ha 3axBOproBaHHA. [lim Wac mpoBemeH-
Hs JIOCHIJUKEHHS NOPIBHIOBAJIM 2 METOAM BHSBJICHHS IPUXOBAHOTO
MAacCTHUTY: MaCTHINHOBY Ipo0y Ta Kali(OpHIHCHKIN MAaCTUTHHII TECT.
3’sicyBanocs, y mpo0i 3 MacTUIMHOM peaKist BigOyBaeThesl Kparie,
110 MOXKHA MOSICHUTH YTBOPEHHSIM OLIBII LILTBHOTO 3rycTKa (puc. 1).

Puc. 1. locnipkeHHs Ha CyOKTIHIYHHI MacTHT
KaJipopHIHCHKUM TeCcTOM (J1iBa YaCTHHA TUIACTHHH)
i MaCTHIMHOBOIO TPOOOFO (TIpaBa yacTHHA)
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JIyis BU3HAYEHHS KiTBKOCTI COMAaTHYHHUX KIITHH 1 MOCTAHOBKU
npo0u BigcToroBaHHA Oyio Binibpano 31 nmpoOy MonoKa y TBapuH,
SIKI [OKA3alId IIO3UTHBHUH YU CyMHIBHMIl pe3ylbTaT y IIBUIKAX

MaCTHTHHX TCCTaX.

Puc. 2. Businenuii ocag Ha cKiii mpoOipku
IIi/1 9ac OL[iHIOBaHHS PE3yJbTaTiB MPOOH BiCTOIOBAHHS

Puc. 3. ComarnuHi KIITUHYA B Ma3Kax KO3MHOI'O MOJIOKA

y pasi cyOkmiHigHOTO MacTHTy. 3a0. 3a Maii-I pronBamsrom. %1000

Bix3naunmo geski oco6auBoOCTI 00Ky MpoOH BiACTOIOBaH-
HS 3 KO3UHMM MoisokoM. Kpamie nposoautu o0Omik uepes 24—
36 roguH. Binbimn yBaxxHO po3miagatu NpoOipKy 3 MOJIOKOM. 3a
CYOKJIIHIYHOTO MACTUTY B HHIKHIH MOJIOBHHI CTOBITYHKA MOJOKO
BOJSIHUCTE (31 cipyBaTHM BiATiHKOM) ab0 Ha JHI NMPoOIpKu Jen-
B€ NOMITHHUI ocajJ 9H 3TyCTOK. SIKIO BHJIUTH BMICT NpOOipKH
y 4amky IleTpi, To BCce 3MilIyeThCsl B OAHOPIAHY CyMilll, MPOTE
Ha CKJIi MPOOIPKY 3alUIIAEThCs CIiA BiJ 3TycTKy (puc. 2). 3a
BIICYTHOCTI CYyOKJIIHIYHOTO MacTHTY — y NPOOipIli 3BUdaifHe MO-
JIOKO 3 LIAPOM BEPLIKIB.

Tlo pesynbraraM BH3HA4YEHHS KUIBKOCTI COMAaTHMYHUX KIITHH
BICKO3HMMETPHUYHIM METOJIOM i MPOBECHHS MPOOH BiJICTOIOBaHHS
3apeecTpoBaHa JOIYCTUMA KINBKICTh COMAaTHYHUX KITITHH y MOJIO-
ui 9-1u xi3. Y mporeci ofy>KaHHsI, 3aBISIKH JIIKYBaHHIO BaKIMHOIO,
nepebyBany 11 TBapuH, sIKi Manu OJHY ypakeHy HOJIO BIMEHI Ta
HecyTTeBe 30UTBIICHHs KiNbKOCTI COMaTHYHUX KIiTWH. Ha Hairy
IYMKY, 301IbIICHHS KUTBKOCTI COMAaTHYHUX KIIITUH BUKJIMKAHO IIPO-
SIBOM CTaTeBOI OXOTH, a HE CyOKIIIHITHIM MacTHTOM.

V 8 ki3 BusiBiIeHHI CYyOKITIHIYHUN MACTHT 3a Pe3y/ibTaTaM1 aHa-
ni3iB. PexoMeHJ0BaHO Mojanblle CIIOCTePEeKSHHS, JTiKyBaHHS BaK-
IUHOIO Ta YacTe 3710f0BaHHs. J[0 BHOpaKyBaHHS peKOMEHIOBaHI 3
TBApUHH Yepe3 HEeCTPUATIMBUIA NPOTHO3 JiKyBaHHsS. ToOTO BU3HA-
YEeHHsI KiJIbKOCTI COMaTHYHUX KJIITHH BiCKOBUMETPHYHUM METOIOM
1 IpoBeIeHHAM TIpoOu BificTorOBaHHS 31 TMPoOM MOJIOKA BUSIBICHO
9 3m0poBHX TBapHH. AJie Lie TIONepeIHi MACYMKH, sIKi MepeBipsIn
MiAPaXyHKOM KUTBKOCTI COMaTHYHUX KIITHH y Ma3KaxX MOJIOKa.

3a mpsAMOro MifApaxyHKy COMATHYHHX KIITHH y Ma3KaxX KO3H-
HOTO MOJIOKa, 3a0apBlieHUX OyIb-SKUM METOIOM, BHSIBIISUTH Oillb-
Iy KUTBKICTh KIIITHH, HiK 3a JormoMoror mpwiafiie “Comaroc” i
“SomaCount Flow Cytometer”. Buxonsuu 3 mporo, 3amisi 00’ ek-
THBHOTO BHU3HAYEHHS, KUIbKICTh COMATUYHMX KIITHH BUMIipIOBAIN
armapaTHUM i apOiTpaKHUM METOJaMH IPSMOTO MipaxyHKy KIiTHH
y Ma3kax Mosoka 3a Mmetogom [Ipeckora-bpina (puc. 3).

ApOiTpaXHHM BBaXXAIOTh METOJ MiPaXyHKY COMAaTUYHHUX KITi-
THH MoJioka 3a [Ipeckora-bpina, Koiau Ma3ky KO3MHOTO MOJIOKA pe-
KOMEH/YIOTh 3a0apBIIOBaTH MiPOHIHOM, ane OapBHUKHU I IIPOBe-
JICHHSI JOCIIDKSHHS, 3a3HaYMMO, MalOTh BUCOKY BapTiCTh.

3a momepenHiMH JOCHIPKCHHSIMH BCTaHOBJICHO, IO SIKICTh
Ma3KiB KO3HMHOTO MOJOKA ISl MiJpPaxyHKy KiTBKOCTI COMAaTHYHUX
KiiTuH, 3abapBneHux mMeTogoM Maii-IproHBanbia, BiAnoBizae pe-
KOMEH/IOBAaHOMY METOAY 3 IipOHIHOM Y, aJjie BapTicTh OapBHUKIB Y
28,4 pa3a Hmwk4a (Zazharska, 2018). [lns criporeHnst o6poOku pe-
3y/IBTaTH JOCHTIIKSHHS MOJIOKA Ki3 PO3MOALIMIN Ha 3 Jiara30Hu 3a
KUTBKICTIO COMaTHYHKX KITITHH (TaOHIIs).

Kinpkicts coMarnyHuX KIiTHH > 1,5 Muta/cm® Ha npmtaai “Co-
MaToc” TOYHO BCTAHOBUTH HEMOKJIMBO, TOMY IOKAa3HHMK BH3Haua-
JIM OPIEHTOBHO TI0 3aJIMIIKY ITiCIIsi BUTIKAHHS CyMillli 3 Kamisipa 3a
XBUITHHY.

V npobax Monoka, ne BigMmideHa HaiOimblIa KiTBKICTH coMa-
THYHUX KITHH (> 20 MuH/cM®) 3a miipaXyHKy B MasKax, 3a J0To-
mororo tprinany “Comaroc” BusHadeno sumie 2818 + 956 tuc./cm?,
110 MEePEKOHYE B TOYHOCTI apOiTPaKHOrO METOY. 3a MiApaxyHKOM
KIITUH y Ma3kaxX He BHSBICHO 3pa3KiB i3 KiIbKICTIO COMaTHYHUX
KIiTHH 10 1 MITH/CM?, HATOMICTH BICKO3UMETPHYIHUM METOIOM Y 7
mpobax MOJIOKa BCTAHOBJICHO Takuil piBeHb. Le 1ie pa3 Z0BOIHTS,
mo BickouMmerpuuHuid npuian “Comaroc” € TUTBKM HENpsIMUM

Taéauus. ITigpaxyHOK COMaTHYHHUX KJIITHH Y KO3HHOMY MOJIOLI Pi3HUMH METOIAMU

KinbKicTh COMaTHYHHX KITHH, BASHAYCHUX PI3HUMH METOIAMH, THC./CM>

CoMaTHYHI KIIITHHA
y MoJIoli, THC./cM®

Ha npunani “Comaroc”

y Ma3Kax MOJIOKa,
3a0. 3a Maii-I'proBanbaomMm

1o 10 000 550+ 104 7020 + 697

10 000-20 000 2071 £318 15558 £ 873

ITonazx 20 000 2818 +956 29 652 +3 668
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METOZIOM BH3HAYEHHS KiIbKOCTI COMATUYHHX KIITHH, i B KO3HHOMY
MOJIOII IS PI3HUIIS MK METOZIAMH CyTTEBIIIA.

Bix 5 mo 10 MiTH cOMaTHYHUX KIITHH BUABIEHO y 26% (8) ma3-
KiB MOT0Ka, Biz 10 10 20 MitH —y 35% (11) 3paskiB i 6inbine 20 M=
COMAaTHYHUX KJIITHH 3HaieHo y 39% (12) ma3kiB.

3a pe3yabTaTaMu MigpaxyHKy COMAaTHYHHX KIITHH Ha TpHIIajl
“Comaroc” B3araji He BUSBICHO MOHAJ 4,5 MIIH, TOMY 11O LIeH Me-
TOJ € HETOUHMM. 3a pe3ysbTaTaMH JOCIIDKECHb 3 BUKOPUCTaHHIM
npunaxy “Comaroc” 9 3paskiB Moioka (29%) Manu KidbKiCTb CO-
MatiyHuX KiiTid 10 800 Trc./cM?, o Binnosinae Bumoram JICTY
(mpyruii ratyHok) (Monoko ko3uHe. CupoBuHa. TexHIUHI yMOBH:
JCTYVY 7006:2009, 2010), y 22 3pa3kax (71%) moka3HUK 3HAYHO I1e-
peBuIIyBaB 1ei piBeHb. OTxe, MOJIOKO Bi 9 Ki3 MOXKHA JIOITyCKaTH
Ha XapyoBi I1iJ1i 32 pe3y/IbTaTaMy aHaJli3y BiCKO3UMETPUYHUM METO-
JIOM, aJie 3a JOIIOMOTOI0 apOiTpaXKHOTO MeToay (IpsiMa MiKpOCKO-
ITis1) BOHO BUSIBUJIOCS Bif Ki3 13 CyOKIIIHIYHMM MAaCTHTOM 1 TOBUHHO
OyTH yTHIII30BaHO.

VY nonepenHixX JOCHIIKEHHIX BH3HAYEHO, IO KPUTEPIIMH BH-
SIBJICHHSI CYOKIIIHIYHOTO MAacCTUTy Ki3 € CYKYITHICTh TaKhX IMOKa3-
HUKIB, K yMicT xyopua-ioHiB > 300 Mr%, KiJgbKiCTb COMaTHYHHX
KJIITHH > 2 MIJIH/CM?, XJIOPI[YKpOBE YHCIO 7 1 BHUINE, MO3HUTHBHI
mpoOu 3 MacTUAWHOM 1 BincTtoroBaHHS (Zazharska et al., 2017).
s hepmepiB pekoMeHJ0BaHO MPOBOAUTH NMPOOY 3 MACTHUIHMHOM,
MacTonpuMoM abo Kami)OpHIHCEKUA MACTUTHHH TECT i3 MOJIOKOM
JIBOX ZONIEH BUMEHI OKpeMO. BHSABIEHHS MO3UTUBHOTO PE3yNbTaTy
OJTHI€T 3 1ol MOXKHA BBaXKaTH CYOKJIIHIYHMM MacTHTOM BHMEHI.

Bukopucranust ¢ito3aco6iB s moiHHA (Ma3i IS DOTHHS
“J16aitnuBa nospouka”, “@itocent”, kpem “3opbka”’, rens “HixHo-
Iiii») MOKpalllye CaHiTApHO-TIri€HiIYHI TOKA3HUKU KO3UHOTO MOJIO-
Ka 1 MOXke OyTH 3aX0II0M MPOQITAKTHKHA CyOKITIHIYHOTO MACTHTY Ki3
(Fotina et al., 2015).

JIyist OCTIHHOTO OTPUMAaHHSI MOJIOKA 3 MAJIOIO KiJIBKICTIO CO-
MaTHYHUX KIITHH BiCKO3MMETpHIHUM MetonoM (< 600 tuc./cm?),
3 METOI0 BUTOTOBJIEHHS BHCOKOSIKICHOTO CHpY, TOCIIOZAPCTBY pe-
KOMEHJIOBAHO PETYJIAPHE OHOBICHHS CTajla MiMHUX Ki3, OCKIIbKH
HalMEHIy KUTBKICTh COMAaTHYHHUX KIITHH y MOJIOII MAalOTh KO3H
nepuroi JaxTamii (IepBiCTKH).

BucHoBku

TouHy KiNBKICTP COMATMYHHMX KIITHH Y KO3HHOMY MOJIOLI
MOXXHa BCTAHOBUTH TUIBKH MiJPAXyHKOM IPSIMHUM MiKpPOCKOIIIY-
HHUM METOZIOM a00 3 BUKOPHCTAHHAM ()IIyOPOONTOECIEKTPOHHHX Ji-
YUIBHUKIB. J[Js BUSIBIICHHS CyOKITIHIYHOTO MACTHUTY B Ki3 y mpo0i 3
MaCTHUAMHOM peaKilis BiIOyBaeThcs Kpalle, Hix y KamidopHiiicbko-
MY MacTUTHOMY TECTi 32 PaXyHOK YTBOPEHHS IIUIBHILIIOTO 3TYCTKY.
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