CtepunbHble BymaxkHble AUCKM nponuTbiBann 20 MK HacToeB pacTuTenb-
HbIX NpenapaToB, Nocfe 4Yero AUCKM HAaHOCUIM Ha ras3OHHbIA NOCEB TECT-
wramma (0,5 eanHuy no wkane Mak®apnaHga). B kayectBe KOHTporns uc-
Nnonb3oBanu CTepuribHble OUCKU (OTpuuaTenbHbIA KOHTPOSb) U AUCKU NPO-
nuTaHHble 20 Mkn 0,05% pacTBopoM xsfioprekcuanHa (NonoXuTenbHbIA KOH-
Tponb). Yepes 24-48 4 uHkybaumm npu +36+10C yuntbiBanu pasmep aua-
MeTpa 30Hbl 3aepXKkn pocTa. [Ans ctatuctudeckon obpaboTkn JaHHbIX UC-
NoSib3oBanv NapHbIN BapuaHT t-kputepua CTblogeHTa.

PesynbTaTbl uccnegosaHus. B xoge nposefeHnsa nccrnegosaHWin no-
KazaHo, 4yTo Hactom Salvia officinalis L. (0,79+£0,02 logl0 mm)<u. Fucus
vesiculosus L. (0,80+0,01 log10 mm) obnagatoT aHTUCTadUIOKOKKOBOW ak-
TMBHOCTLIO (P<0,05 No cpaBHEeHUIO co cTepurnbHbiMU anckamu — 0,650,001
log10 mm). Salvia officinalis L. n Fucus vesiculosus L. faloT Cxo4Hble pas-
Mepbl 30H 3agepXxkn pocta S. aureus (p>0,05 mexay nokasaTensaMn UCKOB
c Salvia officinalis L. n Fucus vesiculosus L.). NpeactaButeny KuweyHoOW
MUKPOMOpbl Takke Oblv YyBCTBUTENbHbI K OENCTBUIO, PACTUTENbHbIX
HacToeB. BbisaBneHo, 4To HambonblUyld aKTMBHOCTb B OTHOLLUEHMM 3HTe-
pobakTepuin nposaBnsT HacTon Fucus vesiculosus L. B.kOHUeHTpauum 40 u
400 mr/mn (p<0,05 nNo cpaBHEHMIO C KOHTPOMbHLIM AuCKOM), a Salvia
officinalis L. B kKoHueHTpauuun Tonbko 50 mr/mn (P<0,05 no cpaBHEHUO C
KOHTPOJSIbHbIM AUCKOM). CTaTUCTUYECKU. 3HAYMMbIX Pasnuynin Mexay Oeun-
CTBMEM HACTOEB pacTUTENbHbIX NpenapaToB Ha NpeacTaBUTENEN KMLLEYHON
MUKpPONopbl BbisiBAEHO He Obino (p>0,05 npu cpaBHeHUN HacToeB Fucus
vesiculosus L. n Salvia officinalis.L. Bo Bcex nccnegoBaHHbIX KOHLEHTpauu-
AX).

BbiBoabl. HacTtoun Salvia. officinalis L. n Fucus vesiculosus L. obnaaa-
0T aHTMbakTepuanbHbIM AEACTBMEM B pPaBHOW CTeneHn n MoryT 6bITb uUC-
MONb30BaHbl HAPYXXHO_ KaK Afs’ NpounakTukK, Tak U B KoMmnnekce nedeob-
HbIX MEPONPUATUNA.
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U3YYEHUE OEUCTBUA BAKTEPUO®ATA «<ENTEROBACTER
NMONUBANEHTHbIN» HA BAKTEPUUA CEMEUCTBA
ENTEROBACTERIACEAE
Bbikoesa J1.I1., Cubupsikoe [.A., Flodoeasnoe A.ll.

'60Y BI10 lNepmckut 2ocydapcmeeHHbIlU MeOUUUHCKUU yHuUsepcumem
um. akad. E.A. BazHepa MuH3dpasa Poccuu

B HacTosiwee Bpemsi npeactaButenn poga Enterobacter Bcé vaule
BCTPEYalTCsa y NauMeHTOB B CTauMoOHapax, 0OCOBEHHO MonyyarLmnx aHTu-
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OMoTuMkM Wwinpokoro cnektpa gencrteusa. OHM Bbi3biBaoT 00 10-15% Bcex
rocnuTanbHbIX MHGEKUUA 1 5-10% rocnuTtanbHbIX 6akTepuemmin. Heckonbko
pexxe MUKPOOPraHm3mbl MHAULMPYIOT OXOroBble U XUPYpPruyeckme paHbl, a
TaKKe BbI3blBAKOT MOPaXEHUS MOYENnosioBOM W OblxaTerfibHoW cuctem [2].
Hanbonbliee anugemmnonornyeckoe sHadyeHne umetlot Buabl E. cloacae, E.
aerogenes. B cBs3n ¢ Tem, 4TO Enterobacter sBnseTcs npencrasutenem
YCITOBHO-MATOreHHOM MUKPOMSIOPbI, BO3HMKAIOT TPYAHOCTM B ANArHOCTUKE U
nevyeHun 3abonesaHu Bbl3BaHHbIX NpeacTaBuTeNnaMn gaHHoro poga. WMc-
crnefoBaHue MocregHuX neT MokKasblBalT YBeNMYeHne pPe3nCTEHTHOCTU K
aHTU6MoTKaM. MHOXeCTBEHHAsA YCTOMYMBOCTb K aHTMBMOTMKaM yCTaHoBIe=
Ha y 45% wTtammoB poaa Enterobacter [2, 3]. N3-3a aTOro Bo3HMKaeT MNo-
TPeOHOCTb MoncKa anbTepHATUBHbBIX CPEACTB Tepanuu BakTepuanbHbIX 3a-
6onesaHuin, ocobbln HTEPEC Bbi3biBaeT daroTepanund. OgHako BUAOBOE U
lWTaMOBOe pasHoobpasve  UMpKynupylowux npegcraBvtenen poaa
Enterobacter moryt BnnATb Ha cneumduUYHOCTb AencTBus baktepuodpara,
4yTO TpebyeT AanbHENLLEro N3y4yeHus.

Llenb nccnepoBaHna — n3ydeHWe YyBCTBUTENBHOCTU KITUHUYECKUX
n3onaToB aHTepobakTepun Kk 6aktepnodrary Enterobacter nonueaneHTHOMY
in vitro. MNockonbky 60NbWMHCTBO NauneHToB Npu 3abomneBaHnsax GakTepu-
arbHOW 3TMOMOrMM Mony4varT aHTMBMOTUKOTEpPanuio, HaAc MHTEepPecoBarsno
aenctene baktepuodara Ha YyBCTBUTEMbHbIE U YCTOMYMBBIE K aHTUBNOTK-
Kam LWTaMMbl.

Matepmansl 1 meTtogbl. Hamn 6bIno ncenefoBaHo 24 KIUHUYECKUX
nsonsrta bakrepuinn cemenctesa Enterobacteriaceae, 3 HUX NpuHagnexano K
pony Enterobacter 14, a octanbHble ObINN B3STbl B KA4eCTBE KOHTPOSbHON
rpynnbl. YyBCTBUTENBHOCTL H6aKTepuid. K gary nsydanm Metogom andgysmm
B arap 13 BymaxkHbIX OUCKOB C UCMOSIb30BaHNEM npenaparta «bakTepuodar
Enterobacter nonmeaneHTHbIN.QUMEHHbIN» (HMNO «MukporeH», Ya). Yuér
pe3ynbTaToB npoBoaunu yepes 24-48 4 nHkybaummn npm +36+10C ¢ nsme-
peHneM guameTpa 30HbL 3afdepXkh pocTta. Ctatuctmyeckaa obpaboTka pe-
3ynbTaToB C UCNOSIb30BaHUEM MapHOro BapuaHTa t-kputepus CTblogeHTa.

OcHoBHble pedynbTaTtbl. CpefHAs Nuanpylowas akTMBHOCTb OakTe-
puochara B oTHoWEHUN,QHTEepobakTepnin coctasuna 6,30+0,80 mMm, B OTHO-
lweHun Enterobacter aerogenes - 8,10£2,10 mmMm, B OTHOweHun E.
agglomerans —7,76%0,75 mm, E. asburiae — 5,75+£0,75 mm. YcTaHoBneHo
BblpaxeHHoe, aenctene 6aktepuodpara Ha 37% W3YyYEHHbIX LWTAMMOB
Enterobacter. Moka3zaHo, 4To BakTepuodar obnagaeT NUTUYECKON aKTUBHO-
CTbIO\M' B OTHOLLEHUN Opyrnx aHTepobakTtepui. Tak, cpefHas nutuyeckas
aKTUBHOCTb (para B oTHoweHun Escherichia coli coctaBuna 6,83+1,64 mm,
Klebsiella pneumoniae — 5,00+0,50 mwm, Citrobacter diversus — 5,30+0,68
mM. Y E. cloacae obHapyxeH K-aHTuUreH, OoTHEeCEeHHbI K cnuaunctomy M-
aHTureHy [5]. J. Sedlak ¢ coaBT. (1968) BbIIBUNN MO3aUYHYIO aHTUTEHHYIO
CTPYKTYpy y wTtammoB E. cloacae n nogpasgenunu nx Ha 19 O-ceporpynn
[6]. OnucaHO aHTUreHHoe poacTBO 3Toro Buaa ¢ Salmonella sp., Shigella
boydii, Klebsiella sp. [1, 4]. AHTUreHHasa CTpyKTypa Opyrux BUAOB U3yyeHa
ewe cnabee n naeHTUdpUKaLms BO3MOXHa Ha OCHOBaHUN (bepMeHTaTUBHON
aKTMBHOCTU. B cBoe Bpems 6bIfo BbISBNEHO aHTUreHHoe CPOACTBO LUTaM-
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moB E. cloacae c psgom 6aktepuin poga Klebsiella, Salmonella n Shigella
[1, 4], B CBA3KN, C YEM Mbl JOMYCKAEM, YTO BbICOKasi IMTUYECKAs aKTUBHOCTb
GakTepmodara no OTHOLLEHMIO K NpeaCcTaBUTeNaM APYrMX pOAoB ceMencTea
9HTepobakTepunin MoXeT BbITb CBA3aHa C AaHHbIM akTOM.

MO yCTOMYMBOCTU K aHTMOMOTUKaAM BCce WTaMMbl BbliM HAaMKU pasge-
NeHbl Ha aHTUBNOTUMKO-YYBCTBUTESbHbIE U aHTUOUOTUKO-PE3UCTEHTHbIE, TE
Xe KOoTopble MNpeuMyLLEeCTBEHHO MOKasbiBann MNPOMEXYTOYHblE 3Ha4YeHUSA
YYBCTBUTESIbHOCTU K aHTMOMOTMKaAM nonanu B rpynny npoMexyToudHble. VH-
TeprnpeTaumsi 3Ha4eHUN JuamMeTpoB 30H 3aZlepP>KKMU pocTa nNpu onpeneneHnm
YyBCTBUTESTbBHOCTU MUKPOOPraHM3MOB K aHTUMUKPOOHbIM npenapatam. JUCK-
ANPPY3NOHHBIM ~ METOAOM  Npou3dBogunoce no Tabnuuam  HaydHo-
nccrnepoBaTenbCckun ueHTpa apmakotepanun (Poccus). CpeaHas, nusu-
pyroLlas akTMBHOCTb BGakTepmodara B OTHOLLEHMM LWITAMMOB, YCTONYMBbLIX K
3 n MeHee aHTUBMOTUKaM coctaBuna 7,90+1,67 MM, a B OTHOLLUEHUN LITam-
MOB, YCTOMYMBLIX K 5 1 6onee aHTMbMoTMkam — 4,63+0,13.mm.

Taknm obpasom, Tonbko 37% npeacTtasutenemspoga Enterobacter
4YyBCTBUTESNbHbI K ©OakTtepunodpary. bonblias akTMBHOCTbL ©OakTtepuodara
cpeaun N3yyYeHHbIX LTaMMOB NPoSABNsAeTCs K 4acto BcTpedaembiM Bugam (E.
aerogenes). BoigBrneHa akTMBHOCTb BakTeprodara no OTHOLLEHWIO K OPYIMM
pogam cemenctBa Enterobacteriacae. AHTMONOTUKO-PE3NUCTEHTHbIE LUTAM-
Mbl MPOSABAAT YCTOMYMBOCTb M K AeucTButo. 6aktepuodpara. PesynbTaThl
nccrneaoBaHns MnokasbiBaldT HEOOXOOMMOCTb OnpeaeneHnsa nepen KnuHu-
YECKMM MPUMEHEHNEM HE TOSMbKO YyBCTBUTENLHOCTU DaKTepun K aHTUBMO-
TUKaM, HO U YyBCTBUTENBHOCTbU K.crielndunyeckomy dary.
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