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Summary 
Petrenko . N. ,Chorny M. V. mitrofanov O.O. 

SANITARY-HYGENIC ESTIMATION OF INFLUENCE OF 
ILLUMINATION IS ON BACTERIAL MUDDINESS OF AIR OF SHEEP-

FOLD AND SHEEP 
In this article the considered questions of influence of different types of 

luminosity are on natural resistance, morbidity, lambs and productivity of sheep. 
Keywords:  sheep, lambs, natural resistance, illumination 
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