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K NpoTMBOMUKPOOHbIM NpenapaTtam u 6akTepuodaram

y NaLMeHTOB C KaTapaKToM

T.10. BorpaHosa ', A.H. Kynukos ', J1.A. Kpaesa

! BoeHHo-MeanumHCcKas akaaemua uM. C.M. Kuposa, CankT-leTepbypr, Poccus;
2 HayuyHo-1ccrie0BaTeNbCKMIl MHCTUTYT 3MMAEMUONIOrM U MUKpoBuonorui uM. Mactepa, CaHkT-Metepbypr, Poccus

AHHOTALNA

AxtyanbHocTb. [lpefcTaBuTenm yCnoBHO-NATOreHHOM MUKPOGIOpbl YacTo BbICTYNaloT BO3byauTeNnsaMM sHLodTanbMuUTa
B KaTapaKTanbHOW Xupypruu. HepeaKo MWUKPOOPraHM3Mbl XapaKTepU3YHTCA YCTOMYMBOCTBH) K HECKOSIbKUM MpOTUBOMM-
KpobHbIM MpenapartaM, KoTopas orpaHuuyvBaeT Bbibop addeKTnBHoro cpeactea. [JaHHas npobnema TpebyeT npoBeaeHuMs
MOHWUTOPMHIa YyBCTBUTENBHOCTA MUKPOGhAOPLI F1a3HOM NOBEPXHOCTH.

Lenb — u3yuntb BUAOBOK cocTaB MUKPOGDIIOpbI FMa3HOW MOBEPXHOCTM Y NauMeHToB nepef (hakoamynbcuduKaumen
1 OLIeHWTb aHTUMUKPOBHYI0 aKTMBHOCTb NPOTUBOMUKPODHBIX MPenapaToB, B TOM YKC/e aHTUCENTUKOB W NpenapaTtos rpyn-
nbl 6aKkTepuodaros.

Martepuanbl u Metoabl. 06cnenoBaHbl 60 naumeHToB nepen hakoaMynbcuukauuen. OnpefeneHa YyBCTBUTEIbHOCTb
K NpOTUBOMMKPOOHLIM NpenapataM U bakTepuodaraM MUKPOOPraHU3MOB, BbIAENEHHBIX U3 TPEX JIOKYCOB (KOHBHHKTU-
BaNlbHOM NONOCTK, CBOBOAHOrO Kpas BeK, CNE300TBOAALLMX NYTeN).

PesynbTatbl. Cpeau BbiaeneHHbIX MUKpoOpraHu3moB npeobnagan Staphylococcus epidermidis — 48,2 %. Moyt Bce aH-
TUCENTWKM MOKa3a/u BbICOKYI0 aHTMMUKPOOHYH0 aKTMBHOCTb. Bce KynbTypbl cTadKUNOKOKKOB BbiN YyBCTBUTENbHBI K CTa-
¢unokokkoBoMy bakTepuodary N© 2. HaumeHblas [ons pe3nCTeHTHbIX MUKPOOPraHW3MOB K NMPOTUBOMUKPOBHbLIM npe-
naparaMm, UCnosb3yeMbIM B 0hTasbMONOriM, 0TMeYanach y rpynnbl aMUHOTIMKO3MA0B.

3aknoyeHne. AHTUMUKpPOOHasA aKTMBHOCTb MCCNeAyeMbiX NPenapaTtoB B OTHOLUEHUM Pa3iUYHbIX BUAOB baKkTepuit oTau-
yanacb. YyBCTBUTENBHOCTb MUKPO(IOPLI MEHAETCA C TEUEHWEM BPEMEHU, NO3TOMY LiefiecoobpasHo nepuoamuyecku npo-
BOAMUTb MOHUTOPUHT M Ha OCHOBE MOJTYYEHHbIX Pe3yNbTaToB KOPPEKTUPOBATL CXEMbI MPOTUBOMUKPOOHOW NPO(UNAKTUKN.

KnioueBble cnoBa: MUKpodiopa; aHTUCENTUKM; BaKTepuodaru; aHTMBMOTUKOPE3NUCTEHTHOCTD.
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Actual opportunistic ocular surface microflora
and its sensitivity to antimicrobials and
bacteriophages in patients with cataracts
Tatiana Yu. Bogdanova ', Alexei N. Kulikov ', Lyudmila A. Kraeva?

! Kirov Military Medical Academy, Saint Petersburg, Russia;
Z Saint Petersburg Pasteur Institute, Saint Petersburg, Russia

ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND: Species of opportunistic microflora often are the pathogenic agents that causes endophthalmitis in cataract
surgery. Frequently microorganisms are characterized by resistance to several antimicrobial medicaments, which limits
the ability to choose an effective agent. This problem requires a detailed study and monitoring of the sensitivity of ocular
surface microflora.

AIM: To study the species composition of the ocular surface microflora patients before phacoemulsification and to evaluate
the antimicrobial activity of antimicrobial medicaments including antiseptics and bacteriophages.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: A total of 60 patients were examined before phacoemulsification. The sensitivity to antimi-
crobial medicaments and bacteriophages was determined of microorganisms isolated from three loci (conjunctival cavity,
eyelid margin, lacrimal ducts).

RESULTS: Among all microorganisms isolated, there was a significant prevalence of Staphylococcus epidermidis — 48,4 %.
Almost all antiseptics showed high antimicrobial activity. All staphylococci cultures were sensitive to staphylococcal bac-
teriophage number 2. The smallest proportion of resistant microorganisms to antimicrobial medicaments used in ophthal-
mology was registered in the group of aminoglycosides.

CONCLUSIONS: Antimicrobial activity of the investigated medicaments was different among different bacterial species.
The sensitivity of microflora changes over time, therefore it is appropriate to carry out periodic monitoring and adjust anti-
microbial prophylaxis regimens based on the results received.

Keywords: microflora; antiseptics; bacteriophages; antibiotic resistance.
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OPTNHATIBHBIE CTATBN

AKTYAJIbHOCTb

HopManbHas Mykpodriopa rnasHoi NoBepXHOCTHU B Bofb-
LIen CTeNeHn NpefCcTaBfieHa rpaMnonoxuTeNbHbIMU bakTe-
puamMu. [pamoTpuLaTenbHble MUKPOOPraHU3Mbl TaKKe BCTpe-
YaloTCSA, HO YalLle BbISBNSAIOTCA Y MALMEHTOB C 0CNabneHHbIM
MMMYHUTETOM U MeTabosIMYECKUMM HapyLLEHUSIMU, Hanpu-
Mep NpW caxapHoM [uabeTe U XpPOHWUYECKOW anKorosibHoV
nHToKeukaumv [1, 2]. UccnepoBalne MUKpObOB, KOMOHU3N-
PYIOLLMX KOHBIOHKTUBY M MOBEPXHOCTb BEK, AEMOHCTpUPY-
€T WX CXOAHbIA CMeKTp, npeacTaBneHHbIn Staphylococcus
epidermidis, Corynebacterium spp., Staphylococcus aureus,
a Takxe Micrococcus spp. u Bacillus spp. Mpu atoM no
YpOBHI0 06ceMeHEHHOCTM boniee BbICOKME 3HAYEHWS MOKa-
3anu obpasupl ¢ Bek (17,9 %) B cpaBHEHUN C KOHBHOHKTUBOVA
(1,4 %) [3].

(DaKkoaMynbeudmKaums — 3T0 Onepaums co BCKPbITU-
eM rnasHoro f6s0Ka, cosfalLLas ycnosus A1 nonafaHus
BHYTPb COMYTCTBYIOLLEH (Iopbl, MO3TOMY aHTUCENTUYECKME
MeponpuATUS 40 W BO BpeMsl BMeLLATeNbCTBA UMEKT Ba-
Hoe 3HaueHue B NPOdUNAKTUKE MHDEKLMOHHBIX OCNOXHe-
HWiA [4]. Mo paHHBIM MacwTabHOro 3nMaeMMonoruyecKoro
UCCNeA0BaHus, NpeCTaBUTENN YCIIOBHO-NATOrEHHON MUKPO-
dnopbl yacTo BeICTynaloT Bo3byauTensaMu sHAobTabMUTa
B KaTapaKTasibHoi xupyprv. B 88,6 % cTteknoBupHoe Teno
BbIN0 KOHTAMMHMPOBAHO FPAMMONOXUTENBbHBIMU BaKTepus-
MW, CPeay KOTOPbIX 3HauMMo npeobnaganu cTaduIoKoKKY,
B yacTHocTu S. epidermidis (48,6 %). MeHbLuyto fonto (8,6 %)
3aHUManu nNpeACTaBUTENM rpaMoTpuULaTeNbHOM hopbi:
Klebsiella oxitoca, Enterobacter cloacae n MUKPOOpraHU3Mbl
popa Bacillus npu paBHoii cteneHn BcTpeyaemMocTu. OcTas-
LIasca aons npuxoaunack Ha rpudbl popa Aureobasidium [5].
BawHbiM dakToM sBnseTcs 1o, yto K 2019 r. yBenmumnach
Pe3NCTEHTHOCTb K MokcudnokcaumHy (¢ 11,1 po 54,5 %,
p = 0,07), umnpodnokcaumnty (c 54,5 mo 72,7 %, p = 0,659)
1 okcaumnuny (c 66,7 no 93,3 %, p = 0,13) [5]. B Katapak-
TanbHOM XMpYprun ans Nnpod@unakTukv aHgodTanbMmTa Hau-
Bbonee yacTo Ucnonb3yTCA Npenapatbl Fpynnbl GTOpXMHONO-
HoB (PX). B uccneposanumn ESCRS 2013 r. uuctunnauma OX
[l nokonexwns oo v nocne onepawymy 1 0bpaboTka onepaLuoH-
Horo nons 5 % noBuAoH-Ho0M He obecneunBana cTepuib-
HOCTb KOHBIOHKTUBAIBHOW MOOCTU B KaaoM 10-M cyyae [6].
[py 3TOM A@HHBIX 0 HANIMYMW PE3UCTEHTHOCTM K MOBUOH-10-
LY, B OT/IMYME OT APYruX aHTMCENTUKOB, Ha AaHHbIA MOMEHT
B JiTepartype HeT. MUKpobHas pe3nCTeHTHOCTb BBUAY HeLlo-
CTaTOYHOM 3pajMKaLmMM MUKPOOpraHu3MoB npu obpaboTke
0MepaLmMoHHOro Nonis CHUXaeT 3GQEKTUBHOCTb aHTMBMOTH-
KOnpoGunaKTUKK, TEM CaMbiM YBENIMYMBAET PUCKM Pas3BUTUS
3HAodTaNbMUTa. YCTOMUMBOCTL K NPOTMBOMMKPOOHBIM Mpe-
naparaM, B TOM YuC/ie K aHTUCENTUKaM, SBNSETCS CepbE3HOIA
npo6neMon i rnobanbHOro 06LLECTBEHHOrO 34paBoOXpa-
HeHust B XXI B. POCT aHTUBMOTMKOPE3UCTEHTHOCTH, pacLieHu-
BaeTCS KaK 0JHa M3 caMbIX DONbLUMX YTpo3 3,0pOBbH0 YemnoBe-
Ka B bynywieM [4, 7]. MoaToMy npoBefieHNe Nepuoan4ecKoro
MOHUTOPUHIa MUKPOMNOPbI FNa3HON MOBEPXHOCTM C OLIEHKOM
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YyBCTBUTENTLHOCTU K MPOTUBOMMKPOOHLIM NpenapaTtaM He-
06X0aMM NS MOHMMaHWA COBPEMEHHbIX TeHAEHUMI A pocTa
aHTUBMOTUKOPE3UCTEHTHOCTU W OMpeaeneHns Hambonee ad-
(EeKTUBHbIX CpefcTB NMPOGMAaKTUKM NoCcneonepaLmoHHbIX
MHAEKLMOHHBIX OCNOXHEHWH.

lpobnema npmobpeTeHns yCTOMYMBOCTM K NPOTMBOMM-
KpobHbIM MpenapataM (aHTMBMOTHUKAM M aHTUCENTUKaM) Mo-
XeT BbITb peLleHa 3a CYET ucnonb3oBaHusa bakTepuodaros,
KOTOpbIe YCreLLUHO MPUMEHSAITCS C YKa3aHHOM LieNbio B XVUpYp-
WK, OTOPUHONTAPUHIONOTUN U APYTUX cneuuanbHocTsx [8, 9.
CornacHo ¢enepanbHbIM KIMHUYECKUM PEKOMEeH[ALMAM,
bakTeprodary aBnATCA IPHEKTUBHLIMUA WU BbICOKOCTELM-
(UYHBIMM BroNOrMYeCKUMK NpenapaTamMu aHTUbaKTepuanb-
HOro AeNCTBUA )1 NPOPUNAKTUKY U JIeYeHUs MHDEKLMOH-
HbIX 3ab01eBaHMIA, NO3BONAOT 3MMUHUPOBATL BO3OYAUTENS,
He Hapyllas CoCTaB 0CTaNbHOW MUKPOMIOpbI, HE3aMEHWUMBI
B CNyyae YCToiuMBOCTH BO3OYAMTENEN MHDEKLMIA K aHTUBMO-
TMKaM; MOTYT NPUMEHSATLCSA B KOMMEKCE C APYrUMM eKap-
cTBeHHbIMK cpeacTBamu [10]. OgHako B HacTosiee Bpems
LienecoobpasHoCTb UX UCMOb30BaHMA B 0(TabMOIOrW n3-
Y4YeHa B €AMHNYHbIX IKCMEPUMEHTaNbHbIX paboTax [11].

Llenne uccnedosaHus — OLEHKAa CMEKTPanbHOro CocTa-
Ba M YyBCTBMTENBHOCTU K NPOTMBOMMKPODHLIM NpenaparaM,
B TOM UMUCNE K aHTUCENTUKaM, a Takke K baktepuodaram
MWKpodopbI r1a3HOM NOBEPXHOCTM y NALMEHTOB nepes da-
K03MyNbCbUKaLMen KaTapaKTbl.

MATEPUAJIbl U METO/bI

WccnepoBaHue npoBOAMNOCH B KAMHWKE odTab-
monorun OIBOY BO «BoeHHO-MeAMUMHCKAsA aKagemus
uM. C.M. KupoBa» MwunuctepctBa 060poHbI Poccuiickoi
®epepaumm m OBYH «HUW 3nuaemuonorum n Mukpobuo-
norum uM. MNactepar. 06cneposaHbl 60 yenosek (60 rnas),
26 MyXU4MH 1 34 }eHLWWH, B Bo3pacTe oT 48 o 85 net. Cpen-
HWiA Bo3pacT naumeHToB coctasun 71,40 + 0,99 roga.

Y Bcex naumeHToB Ha JoonepaLyoHHOM 3Tane bbin ocy-
LecTBNieH 3abop MMKpoBMoNorMyeckoro Matepuana u3 Tpex
JIOKYCOB: KOHBIOHKTUBANIbHOW MOMOCTU (COAEPIMMOE KOHb-
IOHKTMBAIbHON MOJIOCTM), PECHUYHOIO Kpasi BeK (CEKpeT Meii-
BoMueBLIX XeNEs), CNé3ooTBOAALLMX nyTei (acnupart). Coop
MaTepuana npomcxoaun B YCII0BUSX CTPOroii acenT!Km C co-
bniofeHneM Bcex CaHUTapHO-3MMAEMUONOTMYECKUX NpaBun
OZJHVM U TEM e BPauoM.

Martepuan foctaBnsnu B nabopaTopuio B TOT e JeHb
(BpeMeHHol amanasoH coctaBun oT 1 fo 7 4) Ans nocesa no
MeTony «[ong» Ha cnepytoLme nUTaTeNbHbIe Cpefbl: KpoBS-
HOW arap, JeTo4HO-coNeBo arap, arap Cabypo. locne noa-
pawmBaHus B TepMocTate npu 37 °C yepe3 24 y Bblaensnm
«YUCTYH KyNbTYPY» M NPOBOAWIN MAEHTU(DUKALMIO MUKPOOP-
raHM3MOB Macc-CreKTpoMeTpuyeckum MetogoM MALDI-TOF
(Bruker) no npotokony EUCAST ¢ mononHuTeNbHOM paclum-
PEHHOM OLLEHKOW MPOTMBOMUKPOOHLIX npenapatos (M),
MPUMEHSEMbIX B 0(TanbMOIOrMM U UMMYHOBMONOMUYECKMX
npenapatoB (baktepuodaros) (tabn. 1). YyBcTBUTENLHOCTL
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Tabnuua 1. NepeyeHb NPoTUBOMUKPOOHLIX NpenapaToB U bakTepuodaros s OLEHKN YyBCTBUTENBHOCTM
Table 1. List of antimicrobial medicaments and bacteriophages for sensitivity assessment

l'pynna npenapatos

HasBaHue npenapara

Makponuabl 1 azanupbl
AmuHornmkosnas |l nokonexus
AMuHornuko3ugp! [l nokonenus
[TeHnumnAnHBbI

[TeHNUMNINHBI B KOMOMHaLMAX
TeTpaumKnHbI

OtopxuHonoHsl |l noKoneHus
OtopxuHonoHsl |l nokonexus
OropxuHonoHb! IV nokonexms
OKCa30/IMANHOHBI
Liedanocnopubl |l nokoneHus
LledanocnopuHel Il nokonenus
Ledanocnopunbl IV nokonenus
AmdeHrmnKonbl

KapboneHeMmbl

[nukonenTuabl

Mpon3BoaHble HUTPodypaHa

AHTUCENTUKM U Ae3uHbUMLMpYIOLLME CpeacTBa

A3uTpoMULMH
TobpaMULMH, reHTaMULMH
AMUKaLWH
AMOKCULMANMH, aMMLMANKH
AMoKcMUMNAMHA KNaBynoHaT
JIOKCMUMKITUH
LUnnpodnokcauuH, odnokcaumH
JleBodnokcaumH
MokcudnoKcaumH
Jlunesonup,
LedoKkeutuH, uedypokcum
LledTpuakcoH, LedTasnaum
Ledenum
XnopamdeHukon
MiMuneHeM, MeponeHeM
BaHKOMULMH

OypasuamH

KoxHbiii aHTucenTuk N2 1, copepxkalumii pacteop 79 % 3tunosoro cnvpta

1 0,5 % xnopreKkcuamnHa OUrmIOKOHaTa; KOMXHBIA aHTUCENTUK N 2, copepKaLLmi
pactop 70 % u3onponunosoro cnupta u 0,1 % auaeunnammMeTMnaMMoHus
XI0pUA; NOBULOH- oS B KoHLeHTpauun 10 % u pa3sepermsix 5, 3, 1 %;

NMMyHobronornyeckve npenapartbl
(bakTepuodarm)

66H3MJ'I,D,VIMeTMﬂ-MMpMCTOMJ’IaMMHO-npOI’IMﬂaMMOHMﬁ; MUKNOKCUOWH

MnobakTeprnodar KoMneKcHbINA, NnobakTeprodar NoMBaneHTHbIN,
unTecTu-bakTepuodar N° 1 u N° 2, cradmnokokkoBbln baktepuodar N 1 u N2 2,

CTPENTOKOKKOBbIN bakTeprodar

K MMIN onpenensnu AWMCKO-AMGDY3MOHHBIM METOLOM,
a K bakTepuodaraM — KanesibHbIM METOL,0M.

MpoBoaunM oLEHKy npenapaTtoB rpynnbl baktepuodaros
ABYx npoussogutenei: punmana A0 HIMO «Mukporen» B lep-
mu MepMckoe HIMO «bromen» (nobakTepuodar nonuBaneHT-
HbliA oumnLLeHHbI Cekctadar®, per. N2 JIN-No (002031)-(Pr-
RU) ot 27.01.2012, uHtectn-6akrtepmodar Uutectudar® N° 1,
JIN-No (001999)-(PT-RU) ot 25.10.2011 (mata nepe-
odopmnenmns: 11.08.2022), cTadumnokoKKoBbIi baKTepuo-
dar Cradunodar® N2 1, JIN-No (001973/01)-(Pr-RU) ot
26.03.2012, cTpenToKOKKOBLIN bakTepuodar CtpenTtodar®,
JIM-No (001974/01)-(PT-RU) o1 19.01.2009), n dmnuana AOHMO
«Mukporen» B H. Hoeropome «MMBUO» (nmobaktepuo-
dar komnnekcHblii Muodar JIM-No (000700)-(PT-RU) ot
21.06.2010 (nata nepeodopmnenus: 11.08.2022), uHte-
ctu-baktepuodar Uutectudar® N2 2, JIM-No (001999)-(Pr-
RU) ot 25.10.2011 (maTta nepeodopmnenus: 11.08.2022),
cTamoKoKKoBbIA bakTepuodar Crapunodar® Ne 2, JIM-No
(001973/01)-(Pr-RU) ot 26.03.2012). B oTHOLLEHUM MUKpOOP-
raH13MoB, Ha KoTopble baKTepuodary He LelcTBYIOT, HyBCTBU-
TENBbHOCTb He onpeaensnach.

DOl https://doiorg/10.17816/0V627427

B xope vccnenoBaHus BbisIBNEHbI MUKPOOPraHW3Mbl Kak
B MOHOKY/bTYpe, TaK M B MMKPOOHbIX accoumaumsx, co-
cToAWmMX U3 ABYX U bonee BULOB MUKPOOOB. BbiaeneHHble
U30NATbl NEpeceBanyt Ha COOTBETCTBYIOWME AUdDepeHLm-
anbHO-[MarHoCTUYECKUe NMWUTaTeNbHbIE cpeabl Ans onpe-
[EeneHns BUOXMMUYECKUX CBOWCTB W AasbHEMLLEN OLIEHKM
uyscTBuUTeNbHOCTH K [MI1. Bcero oT nauueHToB nosyyeHo
193 npobebl. B utore B 22,3 % cnyyaeB pocT MUKpOOpraHu3-
MOB OTCYTCTBOBaJ, a B 77,7 % BbIAENMAN YUCTYHO KYNbTYpY.

PE3YJIbTATbI

CneKTp MUKpoOpraHU3MoB

Cnektp baKkTepuin B Tpex NoKycax Obin mpencTaBneH
B 70,9 % rpamnonoxutencHon ¢nopoii: S. epidermidis
(48,2 %), S. aureus (3,1 %), Corynebacterium macginley
(3,6 %), Staphylococcus lugdunensis (2,6 %), Staphylococcus
hominis (2,1 %), Staphylococcus warneri (2,1 %), Strep-
tococcus oralis (2,1 %), Corynebacterium amycolatum (2,1 %),
Staphylococcus haemolyticus (1,0 %), Staphylococcus
pasteuri (1,0 %), Corynebacterium mastitidis (1,0 %),
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Tabnuua 2. PacnpeseneHue bakTepuii no NokycaMm
Table 2. Distribution of bacteria by loci
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MUKpoOpraHKaM KonH;:_llgr;rT(:lzajlzlzaﬂ CBoﬁon:bzﬁé};paﬁ BEK, Cﬂé300T?10£.1LI5.WIe nyTu,
Staphylococcus epidermidis 32 (48,5 %) 32 (51,6 %) 29 (44,6 %)
Enterobacter cloacae 4(6,1 %) 4(6,5%) 1(1,5%)
Corynebacterium macginley 3 (4,6 %) 3(4,8%) 1(1,5 %)
Staphylococcus aureus 1(1,5%) 2(3,2%) 3 (4,6 %)
Staphylococcus lugdunensis 3 (4,6 %) 1(1,6 %) 1(1,5 %)
Corynebacterium amycolatum 3 (4,6 %) 0 (0,0 %) 1(1,5 %)
Streptococcus oralis 1(1,5%) 0 (0,0 %) 3 (4,6 %)
Staphylococcus warneri 1(1,5 %) 2 (3,2 %) 1(1,5 %)
Moraxella osloensis 1(1,5 %) 2 (3,2 %) 0 (0,0 %)
Staphylococcus hominis 2(3,1%) 1(1,6 %) 1(1,5 %)
Corynebacterium mastitidis 2(3,1%) 0(0,0 %) 0 (0,0 %)
Staphylococcus haemolyticus 1(1,5%) 1(1,6 %) 0 (0,0 %)
Staphylococcus pasteuri 0 (0,0 %) 1(1,6 %) 1(1,5 %)
Staphylococcus capitis 0(0,0 %) 1(1,6 %) 0 (0,0 %)
Micrococcus luteus 0(0,0 %) 1(1,6 %) 0 (0,0 %)
Kocuria kristinae 0(0,0 %) 1(1,6 %) 0(0,0%)
Propionibacterium 0(0,0 %) 0(0,0 %) 1(1,5 %)
Acinetobacter pitii 1(1,5%) 0(0,0 %) 0 (0,0 %)
Het pocta 11 (16,6 %) 10 (16,3 %) 22 (34,2 %)

Staphylococcus capitis (0,5 %), Micrococcus luteus (0,5 %),
Kocuria kristinae (0,5 %) v Propionibacterium (0,5 %).

pamoTpuuatenbHas ¢nopa 6Obina BbisBNEHA TOMb-
Ko B 6,8 % nocesoB u npepncTasneHa Enterobacter cloacae
(4,7 %), Moraxella osloensis (1,6 %), Acinetobacter pitii
(0,5 %).

TakuM o0bpa3oM, bonblue monoBuHbI cnektpa (60,6 %)
NPeACTaBeHO Pa3fiMYHbIMKM CTaMIOKOKKaMK, TLe Hau-
BonblUy0 JONK 3aHMMAET 3NMAepManbHbIA CTaQUIOKOKK.
Mpyn 3TOM Cpeau rpaMMosIoKUTENbHbIX MaoYeK Yalle BCero
BCTpeYanucb KopuHebaktepum (6,7 %), a cpeamn rpamoTpu-
uatensHblx — E. cloacae (4,7 %). He 3aduKcmpoBaHo pocTa
B 22,3 %.

W3 Tpéx NoKycoB, UCCNefoBaHHbIX Y KaXAO0ro NauueHTa,
PECHWUYHbIV Kpall BEK NPOAEMOHCTPUPOBaN HanbonbLuyio cTe-
NneHb KOHTaMUHaumu (1abs. 2).

YcTOMYMBOCTL  BbISIBJIEHHBIX MWKPOOPraHM3MOB
K MM u 6akTepuodaram

MonyyeHbl cnenytolwme pesynbtatbl. Y S. epidermidis otme-
yanacb pesncTeHTHOCTb K MM B rpynnax neHuUmMIMHOB, Ma-
Kponnza0B-aszanuaos, uedanocnopuHos, X, aMUHOMMKO3MA0B

DOl https://doiorg/10.17816/0V627427

Il nokoneHus, a Takke B 2 % — K neBoMULETUHY, U B 1 % —
K 6eH31nA1MMETUN-MUPUCTOMNaMUHO-PONMIIAMMOHMIO.
Haubonblwas pesucteHTHOCTb Y S. epidermidis 3ape-
rUCTpUpoBaHa K nuobakTepuodary KomnnekcHoMy (58 %),
uHTectn-6axtepuodary N2 1 (60 %) m cTadmnokokKoBo-
My baktepuodary Ne 1 (54 %), nmobaktepuodary nonva-
neHTHoMy (46 %), HesalMLLeHHbIM NeHnuunanHaM (44 %),
OX 11 (22 %), X 11 (20 %) v X IV (20 %) nokonenui, uedta-
3naumy (20 %) v asutpomuumHy (19 %) (CM. pUCYHOK).
Cpean ocTanbHbIX CTa(UIOKOKKOB MPOLIEHT YCTOMYU-
BbIX K [MI1 v bakTepuodaram oTnuyancs y npeacTaBuTesNient
pasHblx BWAOB. S. haemolyticus obnafan MHOXeCTBEHHOM
NeKapCTBEHHOW ycTonumBocTbio K [IMIT neHuumnamMHoBo-
ro paga, X II, Il n IV nokonenwi, uedanocnopuxam I, i
u IV noKoneHui, asuTpoMuLmHy, uHTecTM-6axktepmodary N° 1
u cTapunokokkoBoMy baktepuodary N° 1, nuobaktepmo-
(ary KomnneKcHoMy, nuobakTepuodary nosuBaneHTHOMY.
Bce S. aureus 6binn pesucteHTHbl K [TMIT rpynnbl neHnumn-
JINHOB, @ HEKOTOPbIE LUTaMMbl — K JieBoMuLeTUHY (33 %)
u uedrasuaumy (20 %), npu atom B 100 % uyBCTBUTEND-
Hbl KO BCeM baktepuodaram. Y 100 % S. capitis n y 40 %
S. lugdunensis oTMeuanach pe3vCcTEHTHOCTb K a3UTPOMULIMHY.
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PucyHok. YyscTButenbHocTb Staphylococcus epidermidis K npoTMBOMMKPOOHLIM NpenapaTtam W bakTepuodaram
Figure. Sensitivity of Staphylococcus epidermidis to antimicrobial medicaments and bacteriophages

Mpu 3TOM ycTOMUMBOCTB S. capitis K UHTeCTU-baKTepuo-
tary N2 1, cradmnokokkoBoMy baktepuodary N° 1, nnobak-
Tepuodary KOMMIEKCHOMY U nnobakTepuodary nonmBaneHT-
HoMmy coctaBnsna 100 %, a pesuctenTHocTb S. lugdunensis
K YKasaHHbIM bakTepuodaraM 6Obina BoisineHa B 40 % u3o-
NATOB.

AbconioTHas ycToiumBoCcTb S. pasteuri o0bHapywmBa-
nacb K rpynne NeHWUMIINHOB, UHTecTU-6akTepuodary Ne 1,
cTaunokokkoBoMy bakTepuodary N2 1, nuobaktepuoda-
ry KOMMJIEKCHOMY U muobakTepuodary nonuBaneHTHoMY.
S. hominis 6blAn YyBCTBUTENbHLI KO BCeM bakTepuodaram
u MNMI, 3a uckoYeHneM goKcUuMKinHa (25 %). S. warneri
Bbim vyBcTBUTENBHBI KO BCeM [MI1. UckntouennsaMm ctanm
npenapatbl rpynnbl bakTepuodaros: MHTeCTU-bakTepuodar
N 1, ctadmnoKokkoBbIi bakTepuodar N2 1, nnobaktepuodar
KOMMMEKCHbIM M nuobakTepuodar nonmeaneHTHoIM (100 %
YCTOMYMBOCTD).

S. oralis 6binn abcomoTHO YyBCTBUTESbHBI KO BCEM Mpe-
napataM, 3a WCK/OYEHMEM JIeBOMMLIETMHA, MpenapaTos
nuobaktepuodar NonuMBaneHTHbI, nNMobakTepuodar KoM-
MNEKCHBINA, CTPENTOKOKKOBLIA BakTepuodar n UHTeCTU-baK-
Tepuodar N° 1.

B 50 % y KopuHebaKTepuin BCTpeyanacb YCTOMYMBOCTb
K BaHKOMULWMHY. Pe3ncTeHTHOCTb 0TMeyanach Takxke K OX,
LedTasnanMy, IeBOMULETUHY.

K. kristinae obnapana pesucteHTHocTbio K OX, uedano-
cnopuHam Il nokonenus, ammHornukosuaam |l nokonenms
1 1 % noBuaoH-ony.

DOL: https://doiorg/1017816/0V627422

Ina M. luteus xapakTtepHa cxoxas ¢ Propionibacterium
YCTOWYMBOCTb K NeBOMULLETMHY, BMIT 1 NOBUAOH-M0AY B KOH-
ueHTpaumuu 1%, Npy 3TOM 3TU KOKKW Db YyBCTBUTENBHBI
abcooTHO Ko BceM bakTepuodaram (Tabn. 3).

Cpeayn rpamoTpuuatenshblx y E. cloacae otMevanach
ycTonumBocTb K [TMIT rpynnbl nenuumnnuHos (78 %), a Takoke
Ko BceM baktepuodaram (100 %). M. osloensis pesucTeHT-
Ha K aMuHOrnMKosuaaM B 67 %. A. pitii obnafana MHoxe-
CTBEHHOM YCTOWYMBOCTBIO, B TOM YUCTIE — K BaHKOMULIMHY.
Bce rpaMotpuuaTtenbHble MUKPOOPraHU3Mbl OTAMYANUCH
YCTOM4MBOCTHIO K NOBUAOH-MOLY B pa3seneHum 1 % (tabn. 4).

Bce KynbTypbl nokasanu 100 % 4yBCTBUTENBHOCTb K KOX-
HbIM aHTUCENTUKaM (pacTBop 3TunoBoro civpTa 79 % u xnop-
rekcuamHa burniokoHata 0,5 %; pacTBop nponunoBoro cnup-
1a 70 % v ampeunnoumetunammonus xioput 0,1 %), K 5 %
1 3 % noBUAOH-0AY U NUKNOKCUAUHY. Cpen BCeX LUTaMMOB
CTadUNOKOKKOB HU OAMH He obnafan ycToNYMBOCTHIO K CTa-
(bunnoKokKoBoMy bakTepuodary N2 2.

Hanbonbluee KonMyecTBO MMKPOOPraHW3MoB, pesu-
cTeHTHbIX K [IMI1, ucnonb3yembliM B odTanbMonorum, 3a-
(uKcupoBaHo K npenapataM rpynnsl ®X: uunpodnokcaum-
Hy (16,7 %), nesodpnokcaumnny (16,1 %), MokcudnokcaumHy
(16,1 %), a Tarke K uedTasuanmy (16,1 %) 1 asuTpOMULMHY
(15,4 %). HuskoaddeKTMBHBIMU NPOTMB CTAUIIOKOKKOBOIA
(bnopbl okasanucb MHTeCTU-b6akTepuodar N 1, ctadmnokok-
KoBbln bakTepuodar N2 1, nuobakTepuodar KOMMEKCHbIN
1 nuobakTepuodar NoAMBaNEHTHbIA C YaCTOTOW BbISBIEHUA
yctonumsocTy ot 40 no100 %.
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Ta6nuua 3. [lons yyBCTBUTENbHBIX (S) M pe3ncTeHTHBIX (R) rpaMnonouTeNbHbIX GaKTepuit K MpOTUBOMMKPOOHLIM NpenapaTam

u 6akTepuodaram, %

Tom 17.N? 3, 2024

OdTansMonoriecKkme BeoMoCcT/

Table 3. Proportion of sensitive (S) and resistant (R) Gram-positive bacteria to antimicrobial medicaments and bacteriophages, %

S
R ) B 3 — g » =~ E
Mpenapar 3 3 N 3 5 g 3 g S 3 S 2 S = S
3 S = S| < S S © g g g | =< . . IS
S A 2 T = 7 N =S 7 S It S ; < | 2 =] ]
v v o T S
Q.
S 81 100 100 0 100 0 100 0 - - 100 100 100 -
A3ntpoMuumH
R 19 0 0 100 0 100 0 100 - - - 0 0 0 -
S 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 - - - 100 100 100 -
AMUKaLWH
R 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - - - 0 0 0 -
S 56 0 100 100 100 0 0 100 - - - 100 100 100 -
AMOKCULIMINYH
R 44 100 0 0 0 100 100 0 - - - 0 0 0 -
AMOKCHLMNMHE S 99 100 100 100 100 0 100 100 - - - 100 100 100 -
KIaBysoHat R 1 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 - - - 0 0 0 -
S 56 0 100 100 100 0 0 100 - - - 100 100 100 -
AMMULMAIKUH
R 44 100 0 0 0 100 100 0 - - - 0 0 0 -
S 98 100 100 100 75 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
JloKeuumKIvH
R 2 0 0 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
S 80 100 100 100 100 0 100 100 50 100 100 0 100 100 0
JleBodnokcaumH
R 20 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 50 0 0 100 0 0 100
S 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 -
JTnHesonup,
R 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -
S 99 100 100 100 100 0 100 100 - - - 100 100 100 -
Lledenum
R 1 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 - - - 0 0 0 -
S 99 100 100 100 100 0 100 100 - - - 100 100 100 -
LledoKenTuH
R 1 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 - - - 0 0 0 -
S 78 100 100 100 100 0 100 100 50 100 100 0 100 100 100
LUnnpodnokcauuH
R 22 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 50 0 0 100 0 0 0
S 99 100 100 100 100 0 100 100 - - - 100 100 100 -
LledtpuakcoH
R 1 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 - - - 0 0 0 -
S 99 100 100 100 100 0 100 100 - - - 100 100 100 -
Lledypokeum
R 1 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 - - - 0 0 0 -
S 100 - 100 - 100 - 100 100 - - - - - 100 -
MunexHem
R 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 0 - - - - - 0 -
S 100 - 100 - 100 - 100 100 - - - - - 100 -
MeponexeM
R 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 0 - - - - - 0 -
S 80 80 100 100 100 0 100 100 50 50 100 0 100 100 100
LedTasuoum
R 20 20 0 0 0 100 0 0 50 50 0 100 0 0 0
S 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 50 0 67 100 100 100 100
BanKomuupmH
R 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 100 33 0 0 0 0
KOHbIif aHTucenuk S 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Ne 1 R 0 0 o0 o0 O O 0 0 O O O 0 0 0 O
KOMHBbI/ aHTMcemmuk S 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Ne 2 R 0 0 o0 o0 O O 0 0 0O O O 0 0 0 O
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OxoHyaHue Tabnuubl 3 / Table 3 (continued)
IS
R%) ) R 2 _ IS . =~ S
Mpenapar €| s|s|s|§|8|¢g|s8|88|g|S|e|8|35|3
S| 3| =S| |<|sg| | S| | 8| 8|= | =
Cls | 2l &l Y s5 | S|ol<|2]F]28
(%] (%) %) (&) o
o
S 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Mosupox-iop, 10 %
R 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
S 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
MNoBupoH-ion 5 %
R 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
S 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
MNoBupoH-ion 3 %
R 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
S 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 0 100 0 0
NosupoH-ion, 1 %
R 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 100 100
S 80 100 100 100 100 0 100 100 50 100 100 0 100 100 100
MokcudnoKcaumH
R 20 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 50 0 0 100 0 0 0
S 99 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 0 100 100 0
TobpaMuumH
R 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 100
S 98 67 100 100 100 100 100 100 50 100 100 100 75 0 0
JleBOMULETUH
R 2 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0 15 100 100
S 80 100 100 100 100 0 100 100 50 100 100 0 100 100 100
OcnokcaumH
R 20 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 50 0 0 100 0 0 0
S 99 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 0 100 100 0
[eHTaMULMH
R 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 100
bewsungumetmn-mu- S 99 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 0 0
puctownaMmo-npe- —p 4 9 9 9o o0 0 0 0 0 O O O 0 100 100
NUNaMMOHUI
S 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
MuknoKenamH
R 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
CTadUIOKOKKOBbIIA S 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 - - - - - 100 -
bakTepuodar N° 2 R 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 _ _ _ _ _ 0 _
CTadUIIOKOKKOBbIIA S 46 100 0 60 100 0 0 0 - - - - - 100 -
bakrepuodar N° 1 R 5 0 100 4 0 100 100 100 - - - - - 0 -
WHTecTu-6akTepmo- S 99 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 - - - - 0 100 -
dar N° 2 R 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 o - - - - 10 0 -
WHTecTn-6akTepmo- S 40 100 0 60 100 0 0 0 - - - - 0 100 -
dar N° 1 R 6 0 100 4 0 100 100 100 - - - - 100 0 -
Muo6akTepuodar S 42 100 0 60 100 0 0 0 - - - - 0 100 -
KOMIEKCHIA R 58 0 100 40 0 100 100 100 - - - - 100 0 -
Muo6akTepuodar S 54 100 0 60 100 0 0 0 - - - - 0 100 -
MO/MBANEHTHBIN R 4é 0 100 40 0 100 100 100 - - - - 100 0 -
CTpenToKOKKOBBIN S - - - - - - - - - - - - 0 100 -
bakrepurodar R - - - - - - - - - - - - 100 0 -
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Tabnuua 4. [lons yyBCTBUTENbHBLIX (S) M pe3ncTeHTHbIX (R) rpamMoTpuuaTenbHbIX bakTepuii K NpOTMBOMUKPOOHLIM Npenapatam
u baktepuodaram, %

Table 4. Proportion of sensitive (S) and resistant (R) Gram-negative bacteria to antimicrobial medicaments and bacteriophages, %

Mpenapat | Enterobacter cloacae Moraxella osloensis Acinetobacter pitii
o S 100 - 0
asnanH
ypasua R 0 - 100
S 100 - 100
AMUKaLWH
R 0 - 0
S 78 - 0
AMOKCULIMINYH
R 22 - 100
S 78 100 100
AMoKcUUMNMHA KNaBymoHaT
R 22 0 0
S 78 - 0
AMIVMUMNIVH
R 22 - 100
1 S - 100 -
OKCULMKIUH
5 R - 0 -
S 100 100 100
JleBodnokcaumH
R 0 0 0
S 100 100 100
MeponeHeM
R 0 0 0
led S 100 100 0
edenum
R 0 0 100
led S 100 100 0
e(OKCUTUH
R 0 0 100
M b S 100 100 100
UnpodoKcaLuH
P H R 0 0 0
led S 100 100 100
e(dTPUaKCOoH
P R 0 0 0
led S 100 100 0
eypoKCUM
» R 0 0 100
S 100 100 100
MMunexHem
R 0 0 0
led S 100 100 100
edTasnanm
A R 0 0 0
S 100 100 0
BankomuupmH
R 0 0 100
. S 100 100 100
KoHbit aHTucenTuk N2 1
R 0 0 0
. S 100 100 100
KoxHbin aHTucenTuk N2 2
R 0 0 0
. S 100 100 100
Moeupox-iop 10 %
R 0 0 0
. S 100 100 100
NoeupoH-ion 5 %
R 0 0 0
. S 100 100 100
NoeupoH-iop 3 %
R 0 0 0
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OKoH4aHue Tabnuupl 4 / Table 4 (continued)
Mpenapart Enterobacter cloacae Moraxella osloensis Acinetobacter pitii
MoupoH-moa 1 % > 0 0 0
AORFHOR 12 R 100 100 100
S 100 100 100
MokcudnokcaumH
R 0 0 0
S 100 33 100
TobpammumH
R 0 67 0
S 100 100 0
JleBOMULETHH
R 0 0 100
S 100 100 100
0
(bnoKcaumnH R 0 0 0
leHTaMULMH > 100 3 100
N R 0 67 0
BeaungumeTun-mupuctonn- S 100 100 100
aMWHO-MPONUIAMMOHUIA R 0 0 0
A S 100 100 100
" NIMH
A R 0 0 0
S 0 - -
WHtectn-baktepuodar N2 2
R 100 - -
S 0 - -
WHTecTu-bakTepmodar No 1
R 100 - -
Muobaktepuodar S 0 - -
KOMM/IEKCHIi R 100 - -
Muobaktepuodar nonuea- S 0 - -
JIEHTHbIN R 100 - _

K BaHKOMMUMHY OKa3anucb Pe3UCTEHTHbI KysbTypbl
A. pitii (100 %), C. mastitidis (100 %), C. amycolatum (50 %)
u C. macginley (17 %).

HanMeHbluas [0S Pe3nCTEHTHbIX MUKPOOPraHW3MOB
0TMeYanacb K aHTMOMOTMKaM rpynmnbl aMUHOTTIMKO3W0B:
TobpamuumHa (3,4 %) u reHtamuumHa (3,4 %).

OBCYXAEHUE

MonyyeHHbI  BUAOBOM COCTaB MUKPODOPLI XapaKTepu3y-
eTca npeobnafaHneM cTadunoKOKKOBOM (iopbl, B YaCTHOCTM
3aNuaepManbHoro cTaduIoKoKKa, YTo CoracyeTcs ¢ AaHHbI-
M 6onbLUMHCTBA UccnenoBanmi [1-3, 12, 13]. CnepyeT Takke
OTMETMTb, YTO CMEKTP MMKPOOPraHU3MOB CXOX C MepeyHeM
M30NATOB, BbILENEHHBIX U3 CTEKNOBUAHOO TENA Y NaLMEHTOB
C 3HA0dTaNLMUTOM Nocne Gakoamynbcudmkaumm [5]. Takum
0bpa3oM, npencTaBUTENEN YCIOBHO-MATOrEHHON MMUKpPO-
(nopbl rNasHoM NOBEPXHOCTU CreflyeT paccMaTpuBaTh Kak
MoTeHLMabHbIX BO30yauTenen nocneonepaumoHHbIX SHA0(-
TansmMutoB. CpaBHuTENbHO Honbluas 0bCeMeHEHHOCTb BeK
S. epidermidis (51,6 %) B 0TM4MEe OT KOHBIOHKTUBAJIbHOM
nonocty (48,5 %) cooTBETCTBYET aHHLIM ApYroro uccnepo-
BaHus, rae S. epidermidis BblAeNANM ¢ BeK B DoMbLUEM Npo-
LeHTe cnydaeB (94,7 %) B CpaBHEHUM C KOHBIOHKTUBAIbHOVA

DOl https://doiorg/10.17816/0V627427

nonoctbio (54,28 %) [3]. 0nHaKo B HaLLeM UCCNeA0BaHUM Pa3-
HWLa B 06CEMEHEHHOCTM UCCNeAyeMbIX IOKYCOB bbina MeHb-
we. Mpy 3TOM KOHBIOHKTMBA/IbHAA MONIOCTb XapaKTepu3oBa-
nacb bonee pasHoobpasHoi MUKpobMOTON. HekoTopble BUABI
baKkTepuit 0BHapyXMBanNUCb TOMbKO B OTAENbHBIX JIOKYCaX,
Hanpumep A. pitii v C. mastitidis BbIAENANMCL UCKIIOUYUTENBHO
C KOHBIOHKTMBSI, K. kristinae, M. luteus n S. capitis — TonbKo
co cBoboHOrO Kpast BeK, a Propionibacterium — B acnupare
CNEé300TBOAALLMX NyTel. B 0bpasLiax 13 KOHbIOHKTUBABHOM
MoaoCTW He perucTpuposanu poct S. pasteuri, ¢ BeK —
S. oralis, TaKkxe B acnupate CNE3HbIX OPraHoOB He BCTpe-
yanucb S. haemolyticus n M. osloensis. Hanbonbluee
KOJMYEeCTBO CNyyaeB OTCYTCTBMSI POCTa MMKPOOpPraHm3-
MOB OblI0 3aperucTpupoBaHO B CNE300TBOASALLMX NyTAX
(34,3 %).

Bnepsble B odTanbMoorMm Ha BoMbLIOM KONMYECTBE
K/IMHMYECKOro MaTepuana bbina u3yyeHa YyBCTBUTENIBHOCTb
MMMyHOOMONIOrMYeCKIX NpenapaToB rpynmbl bakTepuodaros,
roe cpenv Bcex garoB CTadMNOKOKKOBLIN bakTepuodar Ne 2
1 uHTecTn-6aKkTeprodar Ne 2 nokasanu BLICOKYIO aHTUMMU-
KpOBHYI aKTMBHOCTb. MHTepecHbIM (haKToM OKasanoch To,
yTo pasBefeHWs NoBUAOH-MoAA A0 3 % COXpaHANW aHTU-
MUKPOOHY0 aKkTUBHOCTb B OTHOLeHUM 100 % BbIAENEHHBIX
MWKPOOPraHWU3MOB NPy OLLEHKE in Vvitro.
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K nuKnoKcuamHy He Bb110 NOSTy4eHO Pe3NCTEHTHBIX U30-
NIATOB, B OT/INYME OT BEH3UNAUMETUII-MUPUCTOUNAMUHO-TPO-
NUNaMMOHMS. BbICOKYI0O aKTMBHOCTb B OTHOLLEHUM MUKpO-
(nopbl KOHBIOHKTMBAMNBHOM MOOCT MUKIOKCUAUH TaKKe
LEMOHCTPUPYET ¥ B APYroM uccnenoBaHum [12].

B nybnukaumm 2008 r., o noseneHus Ha dapMaLes-
TMYECKOM PbIHKE MOKCU(OKCaUWHa, Y NpencTaBuTeneit
MUKPOhOpbI, BbILENEHHBIX U3 KOHBHOHKTUBANIbHOM MON0CTH
NaUMEHTOB C KaTapaKToW, 0TMeYanacb HU3Kas PesnUCTEeHT-
HOCTb K npenapataM rpynnsl ®X 1 amuHornmkosnaos [13].
B 2018 r. no maHHBIM CX0Xero MCCNeAoBaHUS OTMeYanu
bOnbLUYI0 [0 YCTONUMBLIX BAKTEPUN K aMUHOTNM3MAAM:
TobpamuumHy (21,25 %), reHtammumuy (17,5 %), yem k OX
umnnpodnokcaumty (13,75 %), odnokcaumny (10 %), neso-
dnokcauuHy (10 %), Mokcudnokcaumny (0 %) [12]. B HawweM
uccnefoBaHUM HabmoLaeTcs NpOTMBOMONOXHAA KapTuHa
L0151 PE3UCTEHTHbIX MUKPOOpraHamMoB K X — umnpodnok-
cauwmny (16,7 %), odnokcaumnty (16,1 %), nesodnoKcaumnny
(16,1 %), MokcudnokcaumnHy (16,1 %) — okasanach BbiLue,
B CpaBHEHUM C aMMHOINMKO3uaamu TobpamuumHoMm (3,4 %)
W reHTaMULMHOM (3,4 %).

3AKJTIOYEHUE

AHTUMUKpO6Has akTMBHOCTbL Uccneayembix [TMI1 u bak-
TepuodaroB 0TAMYanach B OTHOLLUEHUM Pa3NNYHbIX BUAOB
MWKPOOPraHM3MoB. YuuTbiBas M3MEHEHWUSI aKTUBHOCTM
NPOTUBOMMKPOBHBIX NpenapaToB C TEYEHUWEM BPEMEHM,
LenecoobpasHo nepuoyUyecky NpoBOAMTL TaKOW MOHUTO-
PUHT 1 KOPPEKTMPOBaTb CXEMbI MPOTUBOMMKPOOHOM npodu-
NaKTUKM Ha OCHOBE MOJyYeHHbIX pe3ynbTaTos. [0 HalmM
AaHHbIM, aHTUCENTUKMW, aHTMOMOTUKM Fpynnbl aMUHOTIIN-
KO31A0B W npenapaTtbl CTaQuMIOKOKKOBbIM bakTepuodar
N2 2 v nHTecTn-6aktepuodar N° 2 obnapatot HanbonbLuei
AHTUMUKPOOHOW aKTUBHOCTBHO ANS BbIAENEHHBIX MUKPOOP-
raHU3MoB Npu OLeHKe in vitro. icxops u3 atoro, Leneco-
06pa3Ho JanbHelllee U3ydYeHWe MPUMEHEHWA MpenapaTos
cTaumnokokkoBbln baktepmodar N 2 n uHtectu-6akte-
puodar N2 2.
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