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EFFICIENCY OF APPLICATION OF PROBIOTI  «BOLMOL» AT 
GROWING OF LAMBS 

Influence of probiotics “BOLMOL” on organism lambs with the use of 
clinical, epizootic, zootechnic methods of researches was studied. It is set that 
application of preparation of “BOLMOL” profilaktiruet dyspepsia at new-born, 
promotes safety and instrumental in the increase of mass of body of lambs.  
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