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Enterobacteriaceae ,  Escherichia coli, 
Proteus vulgaris  Cytrobacter freundii. 
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, 
,  11  ( .1),  

: E. coli - 27,0 %, Staph. xylosus -19,0 %, Staph. cochnii - 19,0 %, Proteus 
vulgaris - 11,0 %, Staph. aureus - 6,0 %.  Str. agalactiae - 4,0 %, 
Cytrobacter freundii - 4,0 %, Str. pyogenes - 4,0 %, Staph. intermedius - 3,0 %, 
Staph. mulans - 2,0 %, Staph. sciurii - 1,0 %. 
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Summary 
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ROLE OF MICROBIAL FACTORS IN THE ETIOLOGY OF MASTITIS IN 
HEIFERS 

 This article presents the results of obstetric clinical examination of heifers in 
the last trimester of pregnancy and bacteriological examinations of the udder 
secretions. The most common pathogens causing mastitis in heifers were bacteria that 
belong to three families – M , Streptococ aceae, Enterobacteriaceae. 
Mixed infections (association of 2 or 3 species of bacteria) were found in the most 
cases, pure cultures of bacteria were obtained less frequently. 
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