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Summary 
The analyses of the modern lever of knowledge concerning the conformity to 

primary forming and further functioning of microbe biocenosis of child organism, 
and also results of own theoretical and experimental rescarch in this area allowed 
the authors to make some comments regarding the increase of effectiveness of 
bacterium – therapy and reduce of frequency of micro – ecoligical damage of 
children and neonatal animals. To dada, the most effective and safe means of 
prophilactics and removal of disbiosis.Of different level of heaviness of children 
(including new- born) of oll the ages are multi- probiotics of the Simbiter Group. 
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