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For the first time the solution of bacteriophages staphylococcus was considered from point of classification of dispersible environments
and attributed to the class of hydrosol. Experimentally was proved that mixing in of surfactant agents to the  hydrosol of bacteriophage
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staphylococcus reduce surface tension of hydrosol of bacteriophages. Experimentally developed and grounded composition of emulsion
with a hydrosol of bacteriophages staphylococcus, optimum correlation of emulsifying agents was neat and hydrophilic-lipophilic
balance was expected. It is experimentally well-proven that introductions emulsifying agents and olive oil to the hydrosol of bacteriophages
staphylococcus does not repress his antistaphylococcus specific activity.
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   L. plantarum ( )  B. bifidum ( ).  
 ,            -

 .
Antibiotic resistance of 2 strains of lactobacteria and 2 strains of bifidobacteria isolated from probiotic preparations has been

investigated. The comparison of resistance of investigated strains in row of 23 antibiotics and antifungal preparations has allowed to
reveal the significant differences. Representatives of L. plantarum („Lactobacterin”) and B. bifidum („Bifidumbacterin”) were most
resistant to the studied antibiotics and antifungal preparations. The obtained results allow to assume that these strains may be useful
for vaginal probiotic constraction.
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