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Ye. Kostyshyn 
 

COMPARATIVE EVALUATION OF THE EFFECTIVENESS OF SOME 
PREPARATIONS IN COW'S MASTITIS TREATMENT 

 
The article gives the result of the comparative evaluation of therapeutic 

effectiveness of some national and import preparations in cow's mastitis treatment. 
The use of milk-test(“Biowet”)  for laboratory express-diagnostics of mastitis in cows 
gives precise results about the amount of somatic cells in cow's milk. The higher 
therapeutic effectiveness of anti-mastitis veterinary preparation, such as: 
SPECTRAMAST DC, SPECTRAMAST LC and KLOXALEN-PLUS, is determined 
while the cow's treatment, ill for mastitis, in comparison with the preparations 
PROFIMAST and MASTIVIL. 

Key words: cows, mastitis, somatic cells, milk, antimicrobic preparations, 
therapeutic effectiveness 
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, .  

. 
 in vivo  in vitro  

,  Staphylococcus aureus, Streptococcus dysgalactiae, 
Streptococcus uberis, E. coli, Streptococcus bovis, Klebsiella, Citrobakter, Bacillus 
spp., Proteus spp. ,  
86%.  

 
.  

,  
Streptococcus spp., Staphylococcus spp., E.coli,Salmonella spp.,Pasteurella spp., 
E.faecalis, A. pyogenes, . 

: , 
St.epidermidis, St. aureus, . subtilis, Ps.aeruginosa, Pr. vulgaris. 

 .  + Ps.aeruginosa; .  
+ Ps.aeraginosa + St. aureus; St. aureus + Ps.aeruginosa; Pr. vulgaris + E. coli; Pr. 
vulgaris + St. aureus. 

  : 
, , , , , .  

20      20   . , 18 – St. 
epidermidis, 15 - St. aureus, 16 - . subtilis, 10 - Ps. aeruginosa, 6 - Pr. vulgaris.   
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E. coli 20 11 9 1 19 2 18 3 17 12 8 7 13 
St. epidermidis 18 10 8 2 16 1 17 4 14 14 4 7 11 
St. aureus 15 9 6 1 14 - 15 5 10 12 3 6 9 
Ps. aeruginosa 10 6 4 2 8 1 7 4 6 7 3 4 6 
Pr. vulgaris 6 3 3 1 5 - 6 2 4 5 1 3 3 
Bac. subtilis 16 9 7 3 13 2 15 7 9 12 4 8 8 
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St. aureus + Ps.aeruginosa + - - - + - 
Pr. vulgaris +    E. coli + - - - + - 
Pr. vulgaris + St. aureus + - - - + - 
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 (%),  (%),  
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, M ± m 

  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 , % 3,74 ± 0,4 3,52 ± 0,2 3,69 ± 0,05 

, % 3,2 ± 0,1 3,1 ± 0,08 3,24 ± 0,1 
 
, % 8,52 ± 0,2 8,43 ± 0,05 8,5 ±0,1 

, Å 28,5 ± 0,5 26,2 ± 0,4 27,9 ± 0,5 
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