
 
 

 
-  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

       
 
 

 
 

  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 2022 



2 

 619:616 (082) 
 
 

-   
-    4) 

 
 
 

 , -
 2.  163  

 
 
 
 
 

,  
-

 
 
 
 

    ,   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
  



161 

-  
 

  67 
  

  67 
 ,  , 
 ,  , 

 ,  , 
 ,   

 
  70 

  
-   74 

 ,   

  76 
 ,   

  78 
 ,   

Skrjabinema ovis   82 
 ,   

   85 
 ,  ,  , 
  
   87 

  

  90 
  

   92 
 ,  , 

  

  96 
 ,  ,  , 

  
  99 



82 

  
 - -  

-
-  -

 

-  
 

 
-   

   
  

 - - -
 

 
 

 
 

 (045) 
.   
-   

 
melnychyk86@ukr.net 
 

SKRJABINEMA OVIS  
 

 
 

 
 

-

 [6, 7]. 



83 

   
  

 
Skrjabinema ovis Skrjabin

 
 

-

» 
  

S. ovis.  

 
-

[10].  
 

 
: 

1) 
 %; 

2) -98 %; 
3) -89 %; 
4)  %. 

  
- -

 0,7 /10  
  

-  0,2   
  

 10  
    / 10  

 

  
 



84 

-
-  

 1).  
 

 
 

 1. -     
 

 

4-
 %).  

-  %. 
 

-  %. 
 

92,46 -  
 

Skrjabinema ovis  
-  % 

ECRT 92,46-95,26 
S. ovis - , 

(ECRT 
75,18 %). 

 



85 

 
 
1.  P. 

 6. 
 28 32. 

2.     
  6 (169). . 12. 

3. Nematode parasites of adult dairy cattle in the Netherlands / 
F. H. M. Borgsteede et al. Veterinary Parasitology. 2004.  89  287 296 

4. Evans M., Sargison N. Planning anthelmintic treatments to control 
gastrointestinal nematode infections in sheep. Livestock  24 (Sup2). 
P. 4 8.  

5. Fishwick J., Dun K. Reclassification of sheep anthelmintic. Veterinary 
Record  181 (11). 300. P. 3 301.  

6. Dolinská  O., Königová A., Várady M. Anthelmintic 
resistance in sheep gastrointestinal nematodes in Slovakia detected by in-vitro 
methods. BMC Veterinary Research   233. 

7. Doramectin and albendazole resistance in sheep in The Netherlands / 
  Fredet al. Veterinary Parasitology  144. P. 180 183. 

8. Easwaran C., Harikrishnan T. J., Raman M. Multiple anthelmintic 
resistance in gastrointestinal nematodes of sheep in Southern India. Veterinarski 
Arhiv   611 620. 

9. Lambertz C., Poulopoulou I., Wuthijaree K., Gauly M. Anthelmintic 
resistance in gastrointestinal nematodes in sheep raised under mountain farming 
conditions in Northern Italy. Veterinary Record Open  6 (1). e000332. 

10. McKenna P. B. Further comparison of faecal egg count reduction test 
procedures: sensitivity and specificity. New Zealand Veterinary Journal. 2006. 

 54 (6). . 365 366. 
 
 

 658.567.5:591.553 (045) 
 - ; 

  
 

 
  

 
-

 

 


