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1. Micrococcus flavus ATCC10240 1. E. coli
2. Micrococcus luteus ATCC 9341 2. Streptococcus zooepidemicus
3. Bacillus subtilis ATCC6633 3. Staphilococcus aureus
4. Bacillus cereus ATCC 11778 4. Klebsiella spp
5. Staphylococcus aureus 209 5. Pasterella multocida
6. Erysipelothrix rhusiopathiae VR-2
7. E. coli 1257
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50±2,0 50±2,0 28,0±1,0 25±0,6 41±0,9 27±1,0 20±0,2 23±0,4 11±0,5
55±2,0 55±2,0 14±0,3 20±1,0 38±0,1 20±0,3 22±0,4 21±0,5 28±0,5 16±0,2 17±1,0

55±1,5 55±1,5 16±0,5 25±06 39±0,8 27±0,9 25±0,4 18±0,2 17±0,4 25±0,3

40±1,0 40±1,0 16±0,8 39±1,0 19±0,3 18±0,3

25±0,2 25±0,2 28±1,1 8±0,6 24±0,1 12±0,3 18±0,2

25±0,3 25±0,3 25±0,9 23±0,2 14±0,5 17±0,2

22±0,2 22±0,2 36±1,0 20±1,0 12±0,3 25±0,5 18±0,2 20±0,5 14±0,5 21±0,4

45±1,0 45±1,0 15±0,2 15±0,4 21±0,5

40±0,5 40±0,5 18±0,3 21±0,1 15±0,6 19±0,3

 22±0,1 22±0,1 32±1,0 39±0,3 23±0,3 27±1,0 18±0,2 33±1,0 14±0,3 17±1,0

50±1,0 50±1,0 20±0,4 48±1,2 23±0,3 24±0,3 16±0,4 22±0,2

 35±,5 35±,5 15±0,2 10±1,0 25±0,1 19±0,3 20±0,5

 35±1,0 35±1,0 30±1,0 20±0.5 39±1,0 26±0,5 24±0,5 18±0,5 19±0,5 24±1,0 22±0,3 22±0,8
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Studies on sensitivity of isolates isolated from diseased animals to antibiotic
means compared with the test microorganisms

N. Hudz

The  article  presents  the  results  of  a  study  on  sensitivity  determination  of  the
museum test cultures of microorganisms and isolates isolated from diseased animals
to 6 groups of antibiotic means with disk diffusion method. It is established the
efficiency of these drugs against isolates significantly less compared to the museum
strains due to the formation of resistant forms of microorganisms.

Keywords: antibiotic means, strains, isolates, resistance


