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Infections caused by nematodes parasitizing in poultry gastrointestinal tract, including trichostrongylo-
sis, are quite common among goose helminthiases. Trichostrongylus tenuis pathogen is localized in poultry’s
cecum, less often — in the small intestine. The invasion causes a delay in growth and development of young
poultry, negatively affects the productivity, product quality and functional activity of the immune system. The
aim of the research was to establish the epizootological features of goose trichostrongylosis development on
farms of Poltava region. According to the results of helminthological autopsies of domestic geese, it was
found that the average prevalence of trichostrongylosis infestation in Poltava region made 27.54 % (fluctu-
ating from 20.00 to 39.34 %, the intensity of the invasion — 13.09+0.95 specimens/head (fluctuating from 1 to
42 specimens/head). It was found that goose trichostrongylosis more often (81.55 % of infected poultry) oc-
curred in the form of mixed invasions with nematodoses, cestodoses and trematodoses. Trichostrongylosis
mono-invasion was found in 18.45 % of diseased poultry Mixed invasions were represented by two-, three-,
four-, five- and six-component varieties. Invasions consisting of two species of parasites were dominant (the
prevalence of infection made 10.43 %), where the co-members of Trichostrongylus tenuis were nematodes of
the following species: Amidostomum anseris, Heterakis dispar, Baruscapillaria anseris, Baruscapillaria ob-
signatica, cestodes of the species: Fimbriaria fasciolaris, Sobolevicanthus gracilis and trematodes of Echi-
noparyphium aconiatum species. The prevalence of other types of mixed invasions ranged from 0.80 to
5.08 %. A total of 28 varieties of associative development of goose trichostrongylosis were identified, where
7 kinds were two-component, 14 — three-component, 5 — four-component, 1 — five-component, and 1- six-
component. The main co-members of nematodes of Trichostrongylus tenuis genus in geese were H. dispar
nematodes (prevalence of infection made 9.89 %), B. anseris (9.89 %) and A. anseris (6.68 %). Associations
of trichostrongylus with H. conoideum (4.28 %), S. gracilis (3.74 %), F. fasciolaris (3.48 %), H. gallinarum
(3.48 %) and B. obsignata (1.87 %) were less numerous.

Key words: trichostrongylosis, nematodes, cestodes, trematodes, geese, mono-invasion, mixed-invasion,
prevalence of infection.
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ENMI300TOJOTTYHI OCOBJUBOCTI MEPEBITY TPUXOCTPOHI'VIBO3Y I'VCEH ¥
T'OCIOJIAPCTBAX OJITABCBKOI OBJIACTI

€. C. Cmapooyb, B. B. Menvnuuyk
[TonraBcrka nepkaBHa arpapHa akamaeMis, M. [lontasa, Ykpaina

Cepeo cenvbminmosie 2yceti 00CcUums NOWUPEHUMU € TH8A3il, CNPUYUHEHT HeMAmMOoOamMU, o NaApPaUmyms
Y WIYHKOBO20-KUWKOBOMY Mpakmi nmuyi, 00 AKUX HANEHCUMb [ MPUXOCMpoH2iieo3. 30yOHUK
Trichostrongylus tenuis oxanizyemocsa y nmuyi y cainux Kuwikax, piouie — 8 MOHKOMY KuuieyHuky. Ineasis
3YMOBTIOE 3AMPUMKY 8 POCI MA PO3GUMKY MONOOHAKY, HE2AMUEHO BNIUBAE HA NPOOYKIMUBHICMb, SAKICb
npooyKyii ma OYHKYIOHATbHY akmueHicms iMyHHOL cucmemu nmuyi. Memoro oocniodicenv 6yn10 8CMaHosu-
mu enizo0omono2iuti ocodaueocmi nepedicy mpuxocmpoHeinLosy 2ycei y eocnodapcmeax Iloaimaecokoi 06-
aacmi. 3a pesynomamamu npo8edeHUx 2eibMIHMON0IUHUX PO3MUHIE OOMAWMHIX 2ycell 6CIMAHOBNIEHO, WO ce-
PeOHsI eKCMEeHCUBHICMb MPUXOCMPOHIINTbO3HOI iHEa3ii Ha mepumopii [lonmaecvkoi obracmi cmanoguia
27,54 % (3a xonusanw 6i0 20,00 0o 39,34 %, inmencusnicmo ineaszii — 13,0910,95 exs./2on. (3a konusanv 6io
1 00 42 ex3./eon.). Bcmanosaeno, wo mpuxocmpoueineos eycei yacmiwe (v 81,55 % ineaszosanoi nmuyi)
nepebieae ax MIKCMIHBA3Ii pazom 3 Hemamooo3amu, yecmooozamu ma mpemamooozamu. Tpuxocmpouzineo-
3H) MOHOIHBa3i0 eusaeneno y 18,45 % xeopoi nmuyi. Mixcmineasii npeocmasneni 080-, mpu-, 4omupu-,
n’samu- ma wmecmuKOMNOHEHMHUMU PIZHO8UOAMU. JJOMIHYIOYUMU SUABUAUCS THBA3IT, WO CKAAOANUCS 3 080X
8udie napasumie (excmencusHicmo ineasii cmanosuia 10,43 %), oe cnieunenamu Trichostrongylus tenuis
6yau Hemamoou suoie: Amidostomum anseris, Heterakis dispar, Baruscapillaria anseris, Baruscapillaria
obsignata, yecmoou euodie: Fimbriaria fasciolaris, Sobolevicanthus gracilis ma mpemamoou 6uody
Echinoparyphium aconiatum. Excmencugnicms iHuwux 6udie Mikcmingasiti koaugaiacs ¢ mexcax 6io 0,80 0o
5,08 %. Vcvoeo sudineno 28 piznosudie acoyiamuenozo nepedicy mpuxocmponeinosy 8 2yceil, 0e 3 080KOM-
NOHEHMHUX BUABNeHO 7 pI3HO8UOI8, 3 MPUKOMNOHeHmHUX — 14, 3 uomupuxomnoneHmuux — 5, i3
n’amuxomnonenmuux — 1, i3 wecmuxomnonenmuux — 1. Ocnosnumu cnigunenamu uemamoo pooy
Trichostrongylus tenuis ¢ opeanismi eyceui sussunucs nemamoou H. dispar (excmencugnicme ineasii cmamno-
suna 9,89 %), B. anseris (9,89 %) ma A. anseris (6,68 %). Menwuii 6iocomox cmanosuu acoyiayii mpuxo-
cmponeinocie i3 H. conoideum (4,28 %), S. gracilis (3,74 %), F.fasciolaris (3,48 %), H. gallinarum
(3,48 %) ma B. obsignata (1,87 %).

Knrouoei cnosa: mpuxocmponzineos, Hemamoou, yecmoou, mpemamoou, 2ycu, MOHOIH8A3is, MIKCMIH8A-
311, ekcmencusHicmo IHeasil.

Beryn

3rimHO 3 pe3yJabTaTaMt IOCIIKEHb HAYKOBIIIB, TPUXOCTPOHTLIF03 MAa€ 3HAYHE MOMUPEHHS 1 3apEECTPO-
BaHui Ha Teputopii Kenii, Hirepii, Mekcumi, ABctpii, Himeuunnn, CnoBauunnu [1-5]. [IpencraBHuKiB po-
auan Trichostrongylidae yacTo BUSBISIIOTH SIK 'y JOMAMIHBO1, Tak i B qukoi nTuii. Tak y Ginoro rycs (Chen
caerulescens caerulescens) BusiBieHo TpuxocCTpoHrimia Bumy Epomidiostomum crami (ET — 92 %, 11 —
18,7+13,3 ex3./ron.) [6]. Takox el Bua BusBieHo B Oimonoodoro rycs (Anser albifroms) (EI — 66,67 %, 11 —
4,83+7,5), y rymennuka Benukoro (Anser fabalis) (EI — 100 %, II — 3 ek3./roxn.), y nebinsg-knukyHa (Cygnus
cygnus) (EI — 13,33 %, II — 2,83£2,79 ex3./ron.), y amepukaHcbkoro jebess (Cygnus columbianus) (EI —
16,67 %, 11 — 3,5£3 ek3./ron.) [7]. ¥ ctpaycis (Struthio camelus) 3 TpuXoCTpOHTLI HAROIIBII TTOMTHUPEHUM
napasuroM € Libyostrongylus spp., ne excreHcuBHicTh iHBa3ii Moxe csarati 100 %, a iHTCHCHBHICTD — JI0
8608 serp/r [8-10].

Ha tepuropii Kenii mpu gocmimkerni 456 3pa3kiB KUIIOK JOMAaNTHLOI NMTHUIll OyJI0 BHIIJICHO 30yIHHUKA
TPUXOCTPOHTLIBO3Y, JIe €KCTCHCHBHICTh iHBa3ii cranoBmna 1,04 % [11]. Bomnodac y Mekcuni EI kypeit
T. tenuis O6yna Bumoro i nopiHioBana 19,5 %. [Ipuuomy mikcTiHBasii BusBstn y 42 % BUNaKax, A€ TPH-
XOCTpOHTLIIOCH Trepebiramu pasom i3 Ascaridia galli, Capillaria sp., Heterakis sp. y pizaux xom6inamisx [3].

TpUXoCcTpOHTIIBO3 cepell NOMAIIHIX Tycei OyB 3apeecTpoBaHuil Ha Teputopii CIOBaYYMHM, €KCTEHCHB-
HicTh iHBa3ii cTaHoBmia ymme 0,3 %. Takox BusBisuM Takux 30yaHukiB: Notocotylus attenuatus (0,4 %),
Apatemon gracilis (1,6 %), Cotylurus cornutus (0,2 %), Hypoderaeum conoideum (0,2 %), Retinometra
longicirrosa (3,3 %), Drepanidotaenia lanceolata (3,2 %), Sobolevicanthus fragilis (0,7 %), Diorchis
stefanskii (0,8 %), Microsomacanthus microsoma (0,9 %), Dilepis undula (0,1 %), Capillaria caudinflata
(0,3 %), Capillaria obsignata (7,8 %), Amidostomum anseris (3,7 %), Ganguletarakis dispar (16, 8%) i
Heterakis gallinarum (0,5 %). MownoinBasito miarHoctoBano y 61,4 % iHBa30BaHUX I'yceil, IBOKOMIIOHCHTHY
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MiKcTiHBa3io0 — y 29,7 %, TPUKOMIOHEHTHY — Y 7,8 %, doTupukoMmnoHeHTHy —y 1 % [1].

3rizHO 3 IpOBEACHUMH AOCIiIKECHHSIMU aBTOPH 3’SICYBaJH, IO TeJbMiHTO(ayHa JOMAIIHBOI Ta JUKOI BO-
JOIIaBHOT mTuii Ha Teputopili BpsiHcbkoi oOmacti P® mpencraBnena 4 Bumamu Hemarom: A. anseris,
C. anseris, G. dispar i T. tenuis. ExcTeHCHBHICTE iHBa3ii TOMAIIHIX I'ycell TPHXOCTPOHTIIIOCAMM CTAaHOBHJIA
12,7 % 3a Il Bix 1 mo 7 ex3./roi., a y MUKKX rycei — BiamoBigHo 14,3 % ta Bix 1 10 9 ek3./ron. Takox noBerne-
HO, III0 TeIbMIHTO3M BOJOIUIABHUX NTaxiB MepediraroTh MepeBaXKHO SIK acOLiaTHBHI iHBA3ii, a B MaTOJIOTTYHUI
MpoIleC HAJACTIlle BTATYIOTHCS OpraHu TpaBHOI cucTteMd. Ha AyMKy NOCHIJHUKIB, IMKa BOJOILIABHA MTHIISL
MOXe€ CIPHSATH 1HBa3yBaHHIO JOMAIIIHLOI MTHIIl, OCKUIBKH € TIOCTIHHUM pe3epByapoM BWJILICHHUX MapasuTiB y
TPHUPOJIi, @ TAKOXK MTPU3BOIUTH JI0 PO3CiFOBaHHS 30YIHHKIB 1HBa3ii, meperitaroun 3 Micid Ha micte [12, 13].

Tomy BceOiuHe BUBUCHHS Napa3sUTUYHUX HeMato BUIy 1richostrongylus tenuis, mo napasuryoTs y go0-
MAIITHIX TyCeH, MpeACTaBisiE He TIIBKH 3arajbHOOI0IOTIUMI 1HTEepeC, aje Ma€ 1 BeIUIe3He MPaKTUIHE 3HA-
YeHHS IPH [UTaHyBaHHI Ta MPOBEACHHI 3aX0/IiB 11010 OOPOTHOM Ta MPOQITAKTUKY L€l iHBa3ii.

Memoro nocnikeHb OyJno BCTaHOBHUTH €IMi300TOJIOTIUHI 0COOIMBOCTI mepediry TpUXOCTPOHTLIBO3Y TYy-
ceit y rocrmomapcrBax IlonraBcekoi obmacTi. st MOCSTHEHHS METH PO3B’SI3yBaIM TakKi 3adayi: 3’SICyBaTH
(dhopmu mepediry TPUXOCTPOHTUIFO3Y Y CKIIal TeTbMIHTO31B TPABHOTO TPAKTY T'yCel; BCTAHOBUTH BUIOBHI
CKJIaJ] CIIiBWICHIB MiKCTiHBa31# y rycei 3a HassBHOCTI TPUXOCTPOHT1IbO3Y.

Marepiaju i MeTOAU A0CTiTKEHb

Po6oty Bukonysanu Bnpoaosxk 2018-2020 pp. Ha 6a3i nabopatopii kadenpu napa3uToorii Ta BeTepH-
HapHo-caHiTapHOi excnepTusu llonraBchkoi Aep)kaBHOI arpapHoi akazeMii Ta B yMOBaX CIIELiali30BaHHX
TyCeroCcoapcTB, GepMEPCHKUX 1 OMTHOOCIOHMX CEISTHCHKHX rocmonapcTs IlonTaBchkoi obacTi (Bennkoba-
radaHcekui, [ mobuncekuid, ['pebinkiBcbkuii, 3iHpKiBCchkul, KapniBcekui, [lontaBchkuii, MUPropoachKuid,
[umanpkuit paiionun). 30ip redbMIHTIB TPOBOIMIM METOJIOM MOBHOTO T€JIbMIHTOJIOTIYHOTO PO3TUHY Opra-
HIB TPaBHOTO TpakTy nuti [14].

3i0panux renpMiHTIB (ikcyBanu y 70 % etunoBomy criupri. [Ipu nudepeHiiroBanHi HeMaTo HONEPe-
HBO MOMIIIANIM B JAKTO(QEHOJ, a LEeCToA Ta TpeMaTon — (apOyBanu aleTOKapMiHOM. YCbOTO AOCIHiIKEHO
374 rycs nopin: Besnuka cipa, TOPKiBCbKa, MUPTOPOJCHKA, @ TAKOXK 3MIILAHUX MOPiA.

IHBa3oBaHicTh Tyceil 30yJHUKAMH TEJbMIHTO3IB BH3HAYalW 32 TOKA3HUKOM EKCTEHCHBHOCTI i1HBa3il
(EI, %) ta iHTeHCHMBHOCTI iHBa3ii (ek3./Toux.). [nerTudikariiro BU0BOT HAEKHOCTI TEIEMIHTIB TTPOBOIMIIH 32
BU3HaUYHUKaMHu [15, 16].

MareMaTiuHHl aHaNi3 OTPUMAaHUX JAHWX MPOBOJAWIM 3 BUKOPHUCTAHHSM TaKeTa MPUKIATHUX MPOTrpaM
Microsoft «kEXCEL». Po3paxoByBanu crangaptHy noxuoky (SE) i cepenni 3naueHus (M).

Pe3yabTaTu gociainkeHb Ta iX 00roBOpeHHs
3a pe3ysibTaTaMH MPOBEICHUX MAPa3UTOJIOTIYHUX JIOCHIDKEHb BCTAHOBJIECHO, IO CEPEIHS SKCTCHCHB-
HICTh TPUXOCTPOHTUILO3HOI 1HBa3ii Ha Tepuropii [loaTraBcrkoi obnacti cranoBuia 27,54 %, i1HTEHCHUBHICTh
iaBazii — 13,09+0,95 ex3./roun. 3a konuBaHsb Bif 1 10 42 renpMiHTIB Ha nTHHIO. [[pUdoMy Moka3HUKH 1HBa30-
BaHOCTI Tyceit HemaTomamu 7. tenuis y pisHUX paiioHaX Mau He3HauHi KOJUBaHHs (Tad. 1).
1. Howupenns mpuxocmponzinwo3sy zyceii y 2ocnooapcmeax Ilonmaecvkoi 061acmi 3a pesyismamamu
2eIbMIHMON02IYHO20 PO3ZIMUHY RIMUY

Paiion Jocaimkeno IuBasoBano EI 11, ex3./rom. _
(romn.) (Tom.) % M+SE min—max
BenukobarauaHCbKHMA 48 11 22,92 13,45+2,67 3-29
T'nmo6uHchKuit 42 10 23,81 18,40+3,91 3-42
['pebinkiBChKHiA 63 18 28,57 14,06+1,84 2-30
3iHbKIBCHKUU 56 14 25,00 11,1442,32 1-29
Kapiiscekui 20 4 20,00 5,75+1,11 3-8
Mupropocbkuit 35 11 31,43 12,18+2,69 2-31
TTonTaBchKUH 49 11 22,45 8,73+2,41 1-24
Tumanekuit 61 24 39,34 14,75+2,34 1-41
Bceroro 374 103 27,54 13,09+0,95 1-42

HaiimeHmni nmoka3sHMKHM €KCTEHCHBHOCTI iHBa3ii 30yAHUKOM TPUXOCTPOHTIJIEO3Yy BCTAHOBJIEHO B TOCIIO-
napctBax BenmkobOarauancekoro (EI — 22,92 %), ['mobuncekoro (23,81 %), 3inbkiBebkoro (25 %), Kapmis-
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cekoro (20,00 %), IontaBcekoro (22,45 %) paiioHiB. Biibiii 3HaYeHHS 1HBA30BAHOCTI T'yCeil TPUXOCTPOH-
rirocamu 3apeecTpoBaHo B rocrnoaapctBax Muproponcskoro (EI — 31,43 %), Hlumanskoro (39,34 %) ta
I'pebinkiBcekoro (28,57 %) paitoniB. HaiimeHmni 3HaueHHs iHTEHCHBHOCTI iHBa3il rycedl TPHXOCTPOH-
riIlocaMM BCTAHOBJIGHO Yy rocmozapcTBax 3iHbkiBcbkoro (II — 11,1442 32 ex3./ron.), KapmiBcbkoro
(5,75%1,11 ex3./romn.) Ta ITonaraBcekoro (8,73+2,41 ex3./roi.) paiionis. Y rocrnogapcrBax BemnkobaradaHch-
koro (II — 22,92 %), I'moGuncekoro, ['pedinkiBcrkoro, Mupropoacskoro ta lnmanskoro paiioHiB mokas-
HHUKHW IHTEHCUBHOCTI 1HBa3ii KoauBaimcs B Mexax Bixg 12,18+2,69 mo 18,40+3,91 ex3./roi.

BcraHoBIeHO, 110 TPUXOCTPOHTLIBO3 Tyceit vacTiie (81,55 %) nepedirae sik MiKCTiHBa3il pa3oM 3 HeMa-
TOJI03aMH, LIECTO/I03aMH Ta TPEMATO103aMHU. TPUXOCTPOHTIILO3HY MOHOIHBa3il0 BUsBIeHO y 18,45 % iHBa-
30BaHoOl nTuili (puc. 1).

18,45%
81,55%

O TpuxocTpoHTiIb03Ha MOHOIHBA31sS B MikcrinBasii

Puc. 1. Biocomkoge cniggioHouieHHs hopm nepeodicy mpuxocmpoHzinwo3y 6 2yceii

MikcTinBazii Oyyim mpeacTaBieHi ABO-, TPU-, YOTHPH-, IT'ATH- Ta IMIECTHKOMIIOHCHTHUMH TIapa3uTO3aMH,
JIe IOMiHYIOYMMH BUSIBHJIHCS 1BOKOMITOHeHTHI acorriartii (EI — 10,43 %) (tabm. 2).
2. Piznosuou mixcmineasiil y 2yceii 3a HAsa8HOCHI MPUXOCMPOHZINbO3Y

KinpkicThb % B11 1HBa30BaHOI o
Pi3HoBHIM MiKCTIHBa31# TnpasoBaro PI3HOBHIIB NTHIN EL %
(rom.) L - _ (n=374)
MIKCTiHBa3ii (n=84)
JIBOKOMITOHEHTHI 39 7 46,43 10,43
TpHUKOMITOHEHTHI 19 14 22,62 5,08
YOTUPHUKOMITOHEHTHI 18 5 21,43 4,81
[T’ ATUKOMIIOHEHTHI 3 1 3,57 0,80
[lecTUKOMIIOHEHTHI 5 1 5,95 1,34

TpukoMIOHEHTHI acomiarii Oynu mpenacTarieHi 14 pizHOBUIAMU, Jie iX €KCTEHCUBHICT 1HBa31i CTAHOBH-
na 5,08 %. EKCTEHCHBHICTh YOTHPUKOMIIOHCHTHHUX 1HBa3ii cranoBmia 4,81 %, e BUSBISUIN 11 SITh PI3HOBH-
niB. I1’aTu- Ta mecTUKOMIOHEHTHI iHBa3ii Oyiu npeacTaBieHi oqHUM pisHOBHIOM, a EI cranosuna 0,80 ta
1,34 % BiAmIOBIAHO.

Yceporo BumiieHO 28 pi3HOBHAIB MIKCTIHBA3ifl y Tyced 3a HasBHOCTI TPUXOCTPOHTLIH03Y. OCHOBHUMH
crmiBwieHaMu Hemaroj poxay Trichostrongylus tenuis B oprani3mi ryceii BusiBuiamcss Hemaromu H. dispar
(excreHncuBHicTh iHBa3il cranoBmia 9,89 %), B. anseris (9,89 %) Ta A. anseris (6,68 %) (puc. 2).

MeHmmii BiICOTOK CTAaHOBHIW acolliamii Tpuxoctponrimocie 3 H. conoideum (4,28 %), S. gracilis
(3,74 %), F. fasciolaris (3,48 %), H. gallinarum (3,48 %) Ta B. obsignata (1,87 %).

3rifHO 3 HAYKOBUMU JTAHUMHU JIOCITiIHUKIB, TPUXOCTPOHTLIHO3 € MOLMTUPESHOIO 1HBA3I€I0 K B TUKOI, TaK 1 B J10-
Maraeoi nruii [17-20]. TIpoBeneHi HOCHiKeHHs CBiUaTh, 10 B rocnoapcTBax [lontaBchkol 001acTi ypaxe-
HicTh goMarHix ryceit Trichostrongylus tenuis cranosuna 27,54 %, a inteHcuBHIiCTh iHBa3il — 13,09 ex3./rom.
BonHouac 3a pe3ynpTaTamMy KOMPOOBOCKOMIYHKX JTOCHIPKEHb Ir'ycel y rocnionapcTax IlontaBehkoi obmacTi 3a-
paxenicth ryceit T.tenuis xomuBanmacs Bix 17,2 mo 26,7% 3a cepefHiX MOKa3HUKIB €KCTEHCHBHOCTI iHBA3ii
22,9 %. Ipu4oMy 3aXBOPIOBAHICTh I'yCEH, SKI YTPUMYBAIKMCSA B OCOOMCTHX CEISHCHKHX 1 (hepMEPCHKUX T'OCIIO-
JapcTBax, Oyia Buoro — 24,4 %, Hix y criemiamizoBaHuX mraxorocmomapersax — 16,1 % [21].
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9,89 9,89

EL %

\2\.

Puc. 2. Buoosuii cknao cnieuneHie MiKCmineasill 3aHAABHOCHI MPUXOCMPOH2INLO3Y 2yceill

Mu 3’sicyBaiy, 0 TPUXOCTPOHTUIL03 y Tycel 31e01IbIoro nepedirae sk MiKCTiHBa3ii 3 1BO-, TPH-, YO-
THPH-, I ITH- Ta MECTUKOMITOHEHTHI acoliiamisiMu rapa3uTiB. [IpuuoMy 31e01IbIIOr0 BUSBIISUIA JBOKOMIIO-
HeHTHI acorgiamii Trichostrongylus tenuis ta wematon BumiB: Amidostomum anseris, Heterakis dispar,
Baruscapillaria anseris, Baruscapillaria obsignata, riecron Buzais: Fimbriaria fasciolaris, Sobolevicanthus
gracilis, a Takox Tpemaron Bumy Echinoparyphium aconiatum. Ycrsoro Bumineso 28 pi3HOBHIIB MiKCTiHBa-
3i y Tycedl 3a HasBHOCTI TPHUXOCTPOHTLIBO3Y, J€ OCHOBHHMH CIiBWIeHamMH T.tenuis Oynu Hematomu
H. dispar (EI — 9,89 %), B. anseris (9,89 %) Ta 4. anseris (6,68 %). [Ipo acouiaTuBHMIi Iepedir TPUXOCTPO-
HT1UIBO3Y V IITHII CBiAUaATh i Pe3yIbTaTh JOCTIIKEHb OKpeMHX qocmigaukis [1, 12, 13].

BucHoBku

3a pe3ynpTaramMy TeIbMIHTOJIOTIYHOTO PO3THHY T'yCeil BCTAHOBJICHO, IO CEPEIHS 1HBA30BAHICTH ITTHIII
30yIHUKOM TPHUXOCTPOHTILO3y B TocmomapcTBax IlonTaBchkoi oOmacti cranoBmna 27,54 % 3a
inTeHcuBHOCTI iHBa3ii 13,09+0,95 ex3./ron. BuseneHo, mo TpuxocTpoHrineo3 y 81,55 % iHBa3oBaHMX Trycei
repebirap sIKk MiKCTiHBa3il pa3oM 3i 30yTHHKaMU HEMAarTol03iB, IECTOMO3IB Ta TPEMATOm031B. JJoMiHyrOUnMH
Oynmu 1HBa3ii, mo ckmaxamucs 3 nBox BuAiB mapazutiB (EI — 10,43 %), a OCHOBHUMU CITiBWICHAMU
Trichostrongylus tenuis B opraniswmi ryceii BusBuiucs Hemaronu H. dispar, B. anseris ta 4. anseris.

Tepcnexmusu nooanvuux 00caiodicens. Y TOAaIbIINX JOCTIHKEHHSIX TUIAHYETHCSI BUBUUTH TEPaINleBTHY-
HY €(pEeKTHBHICTh CYJaCHUX aHTUTEIbMIHTHHUX ITPENapatiB 3a HASBHOCTI TPUXOCTPOHT1ILO3Y TyCEH.

References

1. Busta, J. (1980). Helminths in broiler geese fattened in runs. Veterinarni Medicina, 25 (12), 717-723.

2. Irungu, L. W., Kimani, R. N., & Kisia, S. M. (2004). Helminth parasites in the intestinal tract of indig-
enous poultry in parts of Kenya. Journal of the South African Veterinary Association, 75 (1), 58-59.
doi: 10.4102/jsava.v75i1.452

3. Cervantes-Rivera, K., Villagomez-Cortés, J. A., Arroyo-Lara, A., & Landin-Grandvallet, L. A. (2016).
A diagnostic survey of gastroenteric helminths in backyard poultry of a rural village in Mexican tropics.
Journal of Agricultural and Biological Science, 11 (12), 463-469.

4. Wascher, C. A. F., Bauer, A. C., Holtmann, A. R., & Kotrschal, K. (2012). Environmental and social
factors affecting the excretion of intestinal parasite eggs in graylag geese. Behavioral Ecology, 23 (6), 1276—
1283. doi: 10.1093/beheco/ars113

5. Woog, F., Maierhofer, J., & Haag, H. (2011). Endoparasites in the annual cycle of feral Greylags anser
anser. Wildfowl, 61, 164-179.

6. Tuggle, B. N., & Crites, J. L. (1984). The prevalence and pathogenicity of gizzard nematodes of the
genera Amidostomum and Epomidiostomum (Trichostrongylidae) in the lesser snow goose (Chen caer-

298 Ne 4 « 2020 » BICHUK lNonTaBcbkoi Aep>KaBHOI arpapHoi akagemii



BETEPUHAPHA MEOULIMHA

ulescens caerulescens). Canadian Journal of Zoology, 62 (9), 1849-1852. doi: 10.1139/284-269

7. Yoshino, T., Uemura, J., Endoh, D., Kaneko, M., Osa, Y., Asakawa, M. (2009). Parasitic nematodes of
anseriform birds in Hokkaido, Japan. Helminthologia, 46 (2), 117-122. doi: 10.2478/s11687-009-0023-x

8. Bonadiman, S. F., Ederli, N. B., Soares, A. K., de Moraes Neto, A. H., Santos, C., & DaMatta, R. A.
(2006). Occurrence of Libyostrongylus sp. (Nematoda) in ostriches (Struthio camelus Linnaeus, 1758) from
the north region of the state of Rio de Janeiro. Brazilian Journal of Veterinary Parasitology, 137 (1-2), 175-
179. doi: 10.1016/j.vetpar.2005.12.018

9. Mukaratirwa, S., Cindzi, Z. M., & Maononga, D. B. (2004). Prevalence of Libyostrongylus douglassii
in commercially reared ostriches in the highveld region of Zimbabwe. Journal of Helminthology, 78 (4),
333-336. doi: 10.1079/joh2004246

10. Pesenti, T. C., Gallina, T., Langone, P. Q., Silva, M. A., Suérez, A., Silva, D. S., & Miller, G. (2015).
Infeccdo por nematdides em Struthio camelus (Linnaeus, 1758) (avestruz) no sul do Brasil. Science of Ani-
mal Health, 3 (1), 103-112. doi: 10.15210/sah.v3i1.4487

11. Afolabi, O.J., Simon-Oke, I. A., & Olasunkanmi, A. O. (2016). Intestinal parasites of domestic
chicken (Gallus gallus domesticus) in Akure, Nigeria. Journal of Biomedical Science, 1 (4), e9771.
doi: 10.5812/jmb.9771

12. Revzina, R.V., Akbaev, M. Sh., & Berezkina, S.V. (2001). Jeffektivnost' avertina pri nematodozah
vodoplavajushhih ptic. Trudy Vsesojuznogo Insituta Gel'mintologii imeni K. 1. Skrjabina, 37, 138141 [In Russian].

13. Revzina, R. V. (2002). Gel'mintofauna gusej Brjanskoj oblasti. Trudy Vsesojuznogo insituta gel'-
mintologii imeni K. I. Skrjabina, 38, 237-245 [In Russian].

14. Skrjabin, K. I. (1928). Metod polnyh gel'mintologicheskih vskrytij pozvonochnyh, vkljuchaja chelove-
ka. Moscow State University, Moskva [In Russian].

15. Skrjabin, K. I., Shikhobalova, N. P., & Shults, R. S. (1954). Osnovy nematodologii. Trihostrongilidy
zhivotnyh i cheloveka. Nauka, Moskva [In Russian].

16. Ryzhikov K. M. (1967). Opredelitel' gel'mintov domashnih vodoplavajushhih ptic. Nauka, Moskva
[In Russian].

7. Cram, E., & Wehr, E. (1934). The status of species of Trichostrongylus of birds. Parasitology, 26 (3),
335-339. doi: 10.1017/S0031182000023647.

18. Enigk, K., & Dey-Hazra, A. (1971). Propagation and treatment of the Trichostrongylus tenuis infesta-
tions. Berliner und Munchener tierarztliche Wochenschrift, 84 (1), 11-14.

19. Shaw, J. L., & Moss, R. (1990). Effects of the caecal nematode Trichostrongylus tenuis on egg-laying
by captive red grouse. Research in Veterinary Science, 48 (1), 59-63.

20. Souza, R. P., Souza, J. N., Menezes, J. F., Alcantara, L. M., Soares, N. M., & Aquino Teixeira, M. C.
(2013). Human infection by Trichostrongylus spp. in residents of urban areas of Salvador city, Bahia, Brazil.
Biomedica, 33 (3), 439-445. doi: 10.7705/biomedica.v33i3.770

21. Yevstafieva, V., & Starodub, Y. (2020). Poshyrennja tryhostrongil'ozu gusej na terytorii' Poltavs'koi'
oblasti. Scientific Messenger of LNU of Veterinary Medicine and Biotechnologies, 22 (97), 125-129.
doi: org/10.32718/nvIvet9720 [In Ukrainian].

CrarTa Hagiimua xo pexpakuii 25.10.2020 p.
Bioaiorpadgiunnii onuc 151 HUTYBaHHSA:
Cmapooy6 €. C., Menvruuuyk B. B. Enizoorosnoriuni oco0imBocTi nepediry TpUXOCTPOHTUILO3Y Tycel y
rocroaapctsax IlonraBebkoi oonacti. Bicnux I1[AA. 2020. Ne 4, C. 224-229.

© Cmapooy6 Eseeniu Cepeitiosuy, Meavnuuyx Bimaniii Bacunvosuy, 2020

Ne 4 « 2020 » BICHUK lNonTaBcbkoi Aep>KaBHOI arpapHoi akagemii 229





