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ROLE OF INTERMEDIATE AND ADDITIONAL HOSTS IN THE SPREAD 
OF PATHOGENS DICROCELIASIS AMONG CATTLE 

 
Analysis was hold on literature data and our own research on the distribution 

of intermediate hosts and additional dicroceliosis in conditions of Nikolaev region. 
Studied biotopes pastures to identify land shellfish and ant. Installed their species 
belonging to the family. Their role in dicroceliosis widespread among cattle. 

Grassland habitats in Mykolaiv region inhabited by four species of land 
mollusks of which types Helicella, Chondrula, Monacha are intermediate owners 
Dicrocoelium lanceatum. Maximum activity molluscs observed during June-
September. Additional employers are dykrotseliyiv ant genus Formica, which are 
infested throughout the grazing period 

Key words: dicroceliasis, habitat, population, shellfish, ants, climatic 
conditions. 
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Cepaea vindobonensis 423 106 55,8 
Monacha fruticola 78 2 18,3 
Chondrula tridens 145 26 42,3 
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2011 . 2012 . 
Cepaea vindobonensis 10-20 15-24 

Monacha fruticola 1-3 1-7 
Chondrula tridens 7-14 3-9 
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