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1-  (n=15) 11,1±1,07 9,6±0,73 6,34±0,71** 
2-  (n=15) 10,66±1,12 13,78±0,34**  11,56±0,54**  

: **  p<0,05 ; 
                      p<0,001 . 
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1-  (n=5) 39,92±1,24 3,62±0,17 73,3±1,72 3,45±0,44 
2-   (n=5) 42,78±1,13 3,56±0,12 78,0±1,5 3,48±0,27 

 10    
1-   (n=5) 40,84±0,69 3,75±0,14 77,8±1,93 3,25±0,39 
2-   (n=5) 57,9±1,5  5,01±0,33  92,26±1,07  6,13±0,31  

 10  
1-  (n=5) 45,92±2,9 3,66±0,07 79,34±1,2 3,41±0,28 
2-   (n=5) 63,6±2,08 5,02±0,35 94,34±1,14 7,2±0,22 

 20  
1-  (n=5) 47,3±1,6 3,82±0,15 81,3±3,43 3,15±0,31 
2-   (n=5) 68,38±1,4  5,47±0,26  92,7±0,72  7,35±0,2  

 10  
1-  (n=5) 51,43±2,15 3,69±0,23 87,32±4,16 3,64±0,2 
2-   (n=5) 70,2±1,44 5,6±0,23 93,32±0,43 6,82±0,21 

 20  
1-  (n=5) 52,14±3,44 3,66±0,21 88,5±2,86 3,58±0,16 
2-   (n=5) 70,58±1,72  5,44±0,25  94,9±0,86 7,4±0,24  

 2  
1-  (n=5) 51,36±1,9 3,57±0,23 80,67±1,65 3,25±0,22 
2-   (n=5) 71,64±1,37 5,42±0,15 93,3±1,22 4,54±0,26 

 6  
1-  (n=5) 49,68±2,75 3,15±0,32 64,3±1,72 3,14±0,35 
2-   (n=5) 65,7±2,21 5,03±0,39 85,6±1,86 4,73±0,46 

: * <0,001 ;  
      <0,001 .   
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Summary 
. Fedorchenko 

DETERMINATION OF IMMUNOBIOLOGICAL REACTIVITY OF CALVES 
BORN FROM COWS, WHICH FEEDING SEL-PLEKS 

The results of researches of influence of feeding cows are in-process resulted 
in the period of dead trees of selenoorganic preparation of Sel-Pleks on the 
immunobiological indexes of born from them calves which in future were immunized 
a salmonella vaccine. 

Key words: calves, immunization, salmonella, selenium, Sel-Plex, 
ascorbinicum acid, T- and B-limfocytes, fagocitic activity (FA), fagocitic index (FI), 
BABS, LABS. 
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