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E. Mykhailiutenko The prospects for the development of nutria farming in Ukraine indicate the presence of an open market niche for

E-mail: this sector, creating favorable conditions for further growth and improvement of animal husbandry technologies.
eduard.mykhailiutenko@pdau.eduua ~ One of the main factors limiting the production of nutria products in farms of various ownership forms is the lack
of stable integration links between producers, processors, trade organizations, as well as the insufficient level of
veterinary services. Since nutria were first introduced into Ukraine, their population has been steadily increasing.

Despite the active breeding of these animals in different regions, the parasite fauna of the domestic population

Poltava State Agrarian

University,
Skovoroda Str.. 1/3 remains insufficiently investigated. In the natural range of nutria, more than thirty parasite species have been
Poltava, 36000, Ukraine recorded. The aim of this study was to determine the prevalence and specific features of parasitic infections in

domestic nutria. The research was conducted in farms of the Poltava region. The main indicator of infestation in
these semi-aquatic rodents was the extent of invasion (EI, %). In total, 1,438 samples collected from Myocastor
coypus (Molina, 1782) were examined using coproscopic methods. The results of the study showed that
gastrointestinal parasitoses in domestic nutria kept in farms of the Poltava region are quite widespread (34.42 %).
Analysis of data across four districts revealed that EI values ranged from 20.31 % to 37.45 %. The detected parasite
fauna included Trichuris, Trichostrongylus, and Eimeria species, with trichuriosis mono-invasion being
predominant, reaching 61.47 %. A total of three types of mixed infections were detected in semi-aquatic rodents
infected with Trichuris myocastoris, with two-component infections found in 81.55% of nutria (EI — 9.53 %), and
three-component infestations in 18.45 % of nutria (EI — 2.15 %). The findings indicate the need for the
implementation of systematic prevention measures against endoparasitoses in domestic nutria, as well as for
continuous monitoring of their epizootic status.
Keywords: parasites, nutria, Myocastor coypus, trichurosis, Trichuris myocastoris, prevalence.

Tpuxypo3 HyTpiil AK KOMIIOHEHT NAPA3UTOLEHO3Y TPAaBHOI0 TPpakTy Myocastor coypus
(Molina, 1782)

E. B. Muxaiintorenko | C. M. MuXaliIIOTEHKO

Tonrascrkmit AepikapHiit IlepcriekTHBH PO3BUTKY HYTpIiIBHHLTBA B YKpaiHi CBigYaTh MPO HASBHICTh BIIbHOI PUHKOBOI HiIli ISl wi€l

arpapHHii yHiBepcHTeT, raiy3i, 1[0 CTBOPIOE peasbHi YMOBH Ul il MOJANBIIOrO 3pOCTaHHSA Ta BIOCKOHAJICHHS TEXHOJOTIH yTpPUMaHHS

. Honrasa, Yipaina TBapuH. O/IHI€I0 3 OCHOBHHUX NMPHYHUH, IO 0OMEXKyI0Th BUPOOHMIITBO MPOAYKIIT HYTPiiBHULTBA B FOCIOJAapCTBAX
pi3HEX (HOPM BIIACHOCTI, € BiICYTHICTh CTa0UIBHUX IHTErpaLiiiHUX 3B’A3KiB MiXK BUPOOHUKAMH, IEPEPOOHUKAMH,
TOProBeJIbHUMH OPTaHi3alisiMU Ta HAJISKHOTO PiBHS BETEPUHAPHOTO 00CITyroByBaHHs. Bij yacy 3aBe3eHHs HyTpiid
B YKpaiHy iXHs HOMYJISLs TOCTiiHO 3pocTae. [Tonpy akTHBHE PO3BEICHHS LIMX TBapUH Y Pi3HUX PErioHaX, MUTaHHS
napasutodayHu JOMaIIHbOT MOMYJISLIT 3aJMIIAI0THCS HEAOCTATHBO TOCHIIKEHUMH. Y MIPUPOJHOMY apeasti HyTpii
0yJ10 3apeecTpOBAHO MOHA TPUILUATH BHIIIB MApa3UTiB. METOO OO JOCIIKEHHS OYJI0 BU3HAYNUTH MTOLIUPEHICTh
Ta OCOOJMBOCTI CTPYKTYPU MapasuTo3iB y JOMaIIHIX HyTpid. JlOCHi/UKEHHS NPOBOJMIM B TOCIOJAPCTBAX
IMonraBcpkoi 06macTi. OCHOBHNM IOKA3HHMKOM ypa)KCHHS HaIliBBOJAHNX I'PH3YHIB ITapa3uTaMu Oya eKCTEHCHBHICTb
inBazii (EI, %). 3aranom xonpooBockomniuHo Oyio pociimkeno 1438 3paskis Bix Myocastor coypus (Molina, 1782).
3a pe3yspTaTaMy MPOBEICHOT POOOTH BCTAHOBJICHO, 110 3aXBOPIOBAHHS HAa TPHXYPO3 Ty HKOBO-KHIIKOBOTO TPAKTy
y JOMaIIHIX HYTpiH, sIKi yTpUMYyIOThCs B rocrnogapcrax ITonraBcbkoi obuacri, € qocuts nommpernmu (30,32 %).
AHai3 NOKa3HHUKIB 32 YOTHpMa paioHaMH JEMOHCTpYe, mo 3HaueHHs EI BapitoBamu B mexax 20,31-37,45 %.
Jlo cknmagy BuUsBIEHOI mapa3suToayHH BXOMATH TPHXYPHCH, TPUXOCTPOHTUIIOCH Ta eiiMepii, 3 AKHX HOMiHye
MOHOIHBa3isl TPHXYpo3y, piBeHb sKkoi pocsrae 61,47 %. Ycporo Oyno BHSBICHO TPH Pi3HOBHIM MIKCTiHBa3id y
HaMiBBOAHUX TPU3YHIB, iHBa30BaHUX Irichuris myocastoris, I¢ ABOKOMIIOHEHTHI iHBa3ii BcTaHoBiIeHO y 81,55 %
nytpiit (EI — 9,53 %), tpuxomnonentHi — y 18,45 % wnytpiii (EI — 2,15 %). OTpumani faHi BKa3yloTh Ha HOTpeOy
BIPOBA/[DKCHHS CHCTEMHOI TMPOQIIAKTHKH €HIOOMApasuTO3iB JOMAIIHIX HYTpii, a TaKoX I[OJaJbIIOr0
KOMIIICKCHOTO MOHITOPUHTY IXHBOTO €Mi300THYHOTO CTAHY.

Kuro4oBi ciioBa: mapasutu, HyTpisi, Myocastor coypus, Tpuxypos, Trichuris myocastoris, NOIINPEHHSL.
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Beryn

Hyrpis (Myocastor coypus) — HamiBBOJHHH TpaBo-
inHuit rpusyH, ponom i3 IliBneHHOi AMepuKH, SKMH HUHI
MOMWIMPEHNH y UK npuponi €Bponw, A3ii, Adpuxu
ta [liBHivHOI AMepuku. Y €Bpory ueit Bug OyB iHTpOIy-
KOBAaHUI MEPEBAKHO 3 METOI0 NMPOMHCIOBOTO BHPOIIY-
BaHHS [UII OTPUMaHHA XyTpa Ta M’sca [1-3]. Hyrpi-
{BHUIITBO CTAaHOBWJIO BAXJIHMBY CKJIAJOBY YacTHHY
3BIpIBHUIITBA, 3a0€3MeUyl0YN HACENeHHA IIETUIHUM
M’SICOM, XyTPSIHOIO CHPOBHHOIO, 3 BUPOOHHKIB — JKepe-
joM npubyTKy [4, 5].

VY npupoaHHMX yMOBax HYTpii 3aceinsifoTh Oeperu
CHOKIHHHMX BOJIOWM, XXMBYTh y HOpax Ta Xap4yHOThCS
MEepeBaKHO MPUOEPEKHOI0 POCIUHHICTIO, 3piaka —
IpiOHOIO pHbOOr0. 3aBASKM BHCOKIM alanTUBHOCTI Led
BUJI 100pe IMPHUCTOCOBYETHCS JIO yYMOB YTPUMAaHHS Yy
IpUBaTHUX rocnoaapcTsax. OnHIEO 3 epeBar BUPOLLY-
BaHHS HYTpil € HEBUOATrTUBICTH O KOPMIB: TBapHWHU
e(heKTHBHO BUKOPHCTOBYIOTH MICIIEBI pecypcH (Tpasa,
O0BOYi, KOMOIKOpM). 3a CHPHUATIMBAX YMOB HYTpisd
IIBHJIKO HApoIIye Macy Tima (mo 5 kr), a ii M’sco mae
BHCOKY Xapd4OBY I[iHHICTh, [0 POOUTH ii MPHBAaOINBOIO
it hepMEPChKHX rocoaapctTs [5—7].

[Ticng mepmmx moctaBok HyTpiit 1o CximHoi €Bporwy,
[TiBuiuno1, LlenTpansHoi Ta yacTkoBO CxigHOT A3ii 1928—
1932 pokiB i3 Aprentunu, Anrmi Ta HimeuunHn,
PO3BEICHHSI IOTO BUJIYy MOYAJI0 aKTUBHO PO3BHBATHCS.
VYkpaiHa TpaauLiiiHO Mana MpoBiaHI mo3uuii y BUpPOO-
HHUITBI MpoayKuii 3BipiBHUNTBA, 30KpeMa XyTpa Ta M’sica
HyTpii [8]. YIIpomoBX OCTaHHIX POKIB CIIOCTEPIra€ThCs
TEHJICHIIS 10 3pOCTAHHS YUCEIBHOCTI JOMAIIHIX HYTpiH,
1110 BKa3y€ Ha MEPCIEKTHBHICTH i€l ramysi [6, 7].

[Ipore, He3BakarouM Ha MOIIMPEHHS HYTpil Ha
Tepurtopii Ykpaiau, mapasurodayHa 1[-0ro BHIy 3aIHIIa-
€ThCS HEJOCTATHBRO JOCIIIPKEHO0. Y IPUPOTHOMY apealti
Myocastor coypus BUSIBIICHO 3HaYHY KiJIBKICTh MTapa3uTiB
PI3HHX TaKCOHOMIYHHX TPYIH, cepel SIKUX € 30yIHUKA
300HO3HUX 3axBopioBaHb [9—12]. Lle akTyanizye HE0OXia-
HICTP  KOMIUIGKCHOTO  BHBYCHHS  €Mi300TONOTIYHOL
cutyarlii Ta (aKTopiB, 110 BILUIMBAIOTH HA CPEKTHBHICTh
pO3BelIeHHsST HYTpiif, 30KpeMa XapuyBaHHsS, YMOBH
yTpUMaHHs, BeTepHHapHe 3a0e3eueHHs Ta pU3UKH 3apa-
JKCHHs 1HBa31iHUMHU XBopobamu [13—15].

'enbMminTOdayny HyTpiit BuByamu y Snonii [14-16],
Iramii [11, 17], Bpaswis [18], CILA [19] Ta Yexii [20, 21].
3a JaHUMU HU3KH aBTOPIB, Y CBOEMY NIPHPOAHOMY apeaii
[liBgerHoi AMepuku HyTpis ypaxkeHa 19 pisHEUMH
BuAaMu TenbMiHTIB [22]. Cepen 30yIHUKIB IITYHKOBO-
KHIIIKOBUX HEMAaTOJ03IB y HYTpill € JOCHTH IMOIIUpEHi
HeMaTonW, 30KkpeMa Trichuris  myocastoris, IO
TPAIUISIOTBCS Y TUKMX Ta JOMAIIHIX HYTpil (Myocastor
coypus) [21, 23, 24]. Woro Brepue onucas K. Enirk 1933
poxy, ne Oyma Iue 3a3HayeHa CcTapa Ha3Ba
«Trichocephalus myocastoris» [25]. 3romom HH3Ka
aBTOPIB JIETaIi30BaHO BHUBYAJIN MOp(OJIOTiF0
T. myocastoris Ta ioro matoreHnicts [26-28]. 1975 poky
BUCHI OHOBWJIM Ta Y3araJlbHWIM JaHi II0J0 30yIHUKA
Tpuxypo3sy [29].

Hupkynsuis  30yAHUKIB — TeJBMIHTO3IB  HYTPIH,
B ToMy uucii # 1. myocastoris, y Uecbkiii Pecmy0mii
MiATBEp/KEHA OMyOJiKOBaHUMH pPOOOTaMM BIPOJIOBXK
2015 — 2025 pokiB [20, 21]. OgHak icHye nmedimut

iHpopManii Mpo TOIIMPEHHS EHJONapa3suTo3iB HYyTPiH
B YkpaiHi. MU y BiAKpHUTOMY JOCTymi IO HayKOBOI
iHdopManii 3HAHIIIIM TOOANHOKI My OJTiKalii, PUCBSYEH]
napasuro3aM HyTpid 3a 2010 ta 2016 poxm [30, 31].
AHANOTYHUX HOBUX BITYM3HSAHMX JOCIIIKEHb HE
3nificHIOBay Ha TepuTopii [TonTaBcbkoi 0OmacTi.

Meta gociaKeHHsa

Meta po0OoTH mossiraja y BCTaHOBIEHHI 0COOIH-
BOCTeW mepebiry  Tpuxypo3y, YacTKH MOHOIHBa3il
Ta MIKCTiHBa3ii cepes 00CTEXEHHX HYTPiH JOMAamIHbOI
HOMyYJISLII.

Martepiann i MmeToau

JocnimkenHss  npoBoawin — Brpomoxk  2023—
2025 pokiB B HayKoBiif maboparopii kadenpu mapasuTo-
Jorii Ta BeTepuHapHO-caHiTapHOoi ekcrieptu3u (ITonTas-
ChKHI JepKaBHUM arpapHmid yHiBepcutet). [t BUsB-
JIEHHS HYTpid, iHBa30BaHWX 30YJHHUKOM TPHUXYpPO3Y,
MPOBOAWMIIA  KOMPOOBOCKOMIiIO mpo0d  dekamid 3a
¢drnoraniinoro  Meroamkoro [32, 33]. JlabopaTtopHOo
JOCIIKYBIM HYTpill PI3HUX IOPiI Ta BIKOBUX IPYIL.
BcranopmoBany iX BUIOBHH CKiIajd 3a MOP(OJIOTIYHOIO
OyznoBoro sienns rempminTiB [20, 25, 29] Ta oouumct [34].
OCHOBHUMH TIOKa3HMKaMH YpaKeHHS HYTpid Iapasu-
tamMu Oynu excreHcuBHicTh iHBa3il (EI, %). 3aranom
KOTIPOOBOCKOMIYHO Oyno mocmimkeHo 1438 3pas3kiB Bif
Myocastor coypus (Molina, 1782). Bci maHimymsmii
3 MIAOCHITHAMHU HYTPisIMHA MPOBEACHO 3 JOTPUMAHHSIM
eTHYHNX HOPM BIAMOBIMHO JO MDKHAPOOHOTO Ta
YKpalHCHKOTO 3aKOHOIaBCTBA.

[IpoToKOT TOTOYHOTO OCHIHKEHHS 3aTBEPHKEHO
EtnunuM komitetom IlonTaBchKoro aep>kaBHOTO arpap-
HOTO yHiBepcHuTeTy (HoMep 3aTBepikeHHs: Ne 5 2023/09).

PesyabTaTn Ta ix 00roBopeHHs

AHani3 TOIIMPEHHS Mapas3uTiB cepei  HOMyJsLil
momarmHiXx  HyTpiii IlonTaBCBKOTO pETioHy BKasye,
II0 3araJbHUI NOKAa3HHUK ypakeHOCTI cTaHOBUB 34,42 %
(puc. I). Mu niarHOCTyBalIM Ha TEPUTOPIl YOTHPHOX
paiionie  IlonTaBcpkoi  obmacTi  HEMaToOW  POAy
Trichostrongylus (EI=13,63 % Big 1438 mocmimkeHNX
HyTpil), Trichuris myocastoris (E1=30,32 % Bix 1438 no-
CIIijpKeHnX HyTpii). HaimpocTinn opraHisMu poauHH
Eimeriidae manu noka3Huk Ha piBHi 6,47 %.

Bebozo no obracmi | { 34,42
Jlybencoxuil { 25,78
Tlonmascokuii { 39,73
Kpemenuyyvrui { 40,66

Mupzopodcokuii l 24,02
0 10 20 30 40 50

Puc. 1. 3araipHa ypaXeHICTb JIOMaIIHIX HyTPiH
pizHumu 30y qarkamu napasurtosis (EI, %)
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Bapro migkpecnuTy, o pe3yabTaTH JIabopaTopHOTo
JIOCHIKeHHST (peKalbHUX 3paskiB (OTPUMaHUX IUIIXOM
32)KUTTEBOI JIIaTHOCTHKH) CBIYATh: CEpes apa3uTapHUX
30ynHUKIB HyTpii y [lonTaBchkiii obmacti HaifuacTime
JiarHOCTyBaJIH siiius TpUXypHuciB (436 romiB) (puc. 2).

Puc. 2. Slitus Tpuxypucis, BUsBICHI y (exaisax
JIOMAIIHIX HYTpiH:
a—x 80; 6 —x 400.

AHami3 TIIOKa3HUKIB 33 OKPEMHMH paloHaMH
JIEMOHCTPY€E, 10 3HAYECHHS TPUXYpo3HOi  iHBa3ii
BapiroBanmu B Mexax 20,31-37,45 %. HaiBumuii piBeHb
IHBa30BaHOCTI y po3pi3i paiioHiB OyB came Yy
ITonraBcekomy (maéan. 1).

Taduuus 1

[MommpeHHs TpUXypo3y HYTpill y paiioHax

Paiion I[OCJ;I(J;[:CHO, I}ma::;aﬂo, Eol/i,

Kpemenuynpkuii 182 43 23,63
Jly6eHchkuit 128 26 20,31
Mupropoacbkuit 383 88 22,98
TlonraBchKuit 745 279 37,45
Bceworo 1438 436 30,32

3a pe3ynbTaTaMu 3a)KUTTEBOI JIarHOCTHKH (ekaiit
HaMiBBOJIHHUX TPHU3YHIB Ha Teputopii I[lonTaBchkoi
o0yacTi BCTAHOBICHO, IO 1. myocastoris dYacTilie
JIIarHOCTOBAHO y BUIJISAI MOHOIHBA311 — 61,47 % (puc. 3).
Takox 3’s1cOBaHO, IO TPUXYpO3 mepebirac y BUMIISAL

MIKCTIHBa3iil pa3oM i3 HEMaTo/l03aMHU Ta MPOTO3003aMHU
tpaBuoro tpakty (EI — 11,68 %) (maba. 2).

Puc. 3. [TopiBHAHHS piBHSI MOHOIHBAa3ii Ta MiKCTiHBa3i1
3a pe3yJIbTaTaMH KOMPOOBOCKOMIYHUX OCHIKEHb

Tadauus 2
OcobxmBocTi nepediry Tpuxypo3y HyTpii

Jocmimpkeno, IHBa3oBaHoO, EI,
ST TBapHH TBapHH %
Tpuzypo3 1438 436 30,32
Tpuxypo3Ha MOHOIHBa3is 1438 268 18,64
Tpuxypo3 y ckimai
MiKCTiHBa31# TpaBHOTO 1438 168 11,68
TPaKTy

VYcboro Oyio BHSBICHO TPU PI3HOBUIM MIKCTiHBa3ii
y HaIiBBOJHHX TI'PH3YHIB, iHBa30BaHHX 1. myocastoris,
Jie TBOKOMIIOHEHTHI iHBa3il BcraHoBieHo y 81,55 %
nytpiii (EI — 9,53 %), TpuxomnonentHi — y 18,45 %
HyT1piit (E1 - 2,15 %) (maén.3).

Tabauusa 3
Pi3HOBUAM MIKCTIHBA31# 32 HASBHOCTI TPUXYPO3Y

Yy HyTpiit

o
Ne InBa3oBaHo, . A’.Bl’u .o
o/ Komnonentn o MIKCTIHBa31#

(n=168)

1 JIBOKOMITOHEHTHI, Y T.4.: 137 81,55

. TPHXypHCH 109 64,88
TPUXOCTPOHTLIIOCH

1.2.  Tpuxypucu + eiimepii 28 16,67

2 TpPUKOMIIOHEHTHI, y T.Y.: 31 18,45

2.1, (TPHXypHCH * eiMepii+ 31 18,45

TPUXOCTPOHTIIOCH
HaykoBi mnyOmikauwii cBigyaTh, 110 Napa3uTapHi

3aXBOPIOBaHHS HYTpil {y’Ke MHOIIUPEH] Y rOCIoAapCTBax
OaratbOX KpaiH cBiTy. PiBeHp iX ypaxxeHOCTI Bapitoe
3aJ€KHO BiJ BIKOBOI TIpynM TBapHH, OCOOJMBOCTEH
MOMYJIsIii, YMOB Ta TEXHOJOTii yTPUMaHHS, a TaKOX
ce3oHy. Hampuknax, pe3yabpraTté jgochikeHb y UYexii
MIPOAEMOHCTPYBANIH, IO MUKI HYTPil 3apakeHi 3HAYHO
MEHIIIEe, Hi’K OCOOHHH, SKi YTPUMYIOTBCS B HEBOJIi. AHATI3
¢ekanmiii ¢depmepcbkux HyTpiii TOKa3aB HasBHICTb
TaKMX OBOCKOIIIYHUX €JIEMEHTIB, SK Irichuris spp.,
Strongyloides spp., Trichostrongylus spp., Eimeria seidelli,
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E. nutriae, E.coypi ta E.myopotami, sKi € BHUIO-
crneuudiyHUMHU NapasuTaMu HyTpiil K Je(iHITUBHOTO
xa3sgiHa. Y  BUIBHOKUBYYMX  (JMKOI  HOIYJIALIT)
TPU3YHIB BUSIBISUIM TiepeBaxHo E. nutriae, E. coypi,
Strongyloides spp., a noonuHoko — Trichuris spp. Ilpu
IIbOMY PiBEHB Ypa)X€HHS TPUXYpPo30M cTaHOBUB 57,0 % y
TBapuH y HeBoi potH smme 5,0 % y aukux HyTpiit [23].

V Tonpmi HyTpil HaifgacTimie ypaxali HEMaTOIH
(28,5 %), cepen sikux noMmiHyBamu 1. myocastoris Ta
Strongyloides myopotami [35]. 3a pe3ynpTaTraMu 0THOTO
3 HaWHOBIMIMX MOCTIKCHb Mapa3suTopayHH HYTPId y
Yechkiit PecryOuilnii BCTaHOBJICHO LUPKYJISALIIO IIECTH
BU/IiB 30YyJHUKIB Yy BOCBMHM TO4YKax OaceiHy piuKku
MopaBa. Haiiuactime  Tparmisiucs —S. myopotami
(78,3%) ta T myocastoris (37,0%). Boanouac
MIPOBOIMIIN JIOCTIJKEHHS Ha 46 Tpynax HyTpil METOAOM
CTaH/IapPTHOI'O MAaTOJIOr0aHATOMIYHOTO PO3THHY, & TAKOXK
i3 3aCTOCYBaHHSIM KOTIPOJOTIYHUX 1 MOJEKYJIAPHHUX
meroniB. JlomatkoBo  peectpyBanu  Echinococcus
multilocularis, Echinostoma sp. Ta TpeIcTaBHUKA
pomunn Psilostomidae [20]. Y GinpmiocTi kepen 3a3Ha-
YEHO, 10 TeJIbMIHTO3M Y HYTPiH 9acTo yCKIIaTHIOIOTHCS
erimepiozom [11, 22]. Cnim 3a3HauuTH, MO y poOOTI
BUYCHHX ONHCAaHO HUPKyJimito B IliBHiuHIN ITamil Takux
Hematol, sk S. myopotami (63,4 %), Trichostrongylus
duretteae (28,1 %), a takox eimepiii E. coypi (86,3 %)
ta E. seideli (6,8 %). Tpuxypucis npu mpomy He OyJio
BusBIeHO [11].

Hocnimxenns ¢ekaniii HyTpiit y CyMcbKiii o0nacTi B
VYkpaiHi 3acBiJUMIM HASBHICTh S€Ib TEIBMIHTIB POIY
Trichuris  (100,0 % iHBa3oBaHoCTi), Strongyloides
(80,0 %), Ascaris (20,0 %) Ta oomwct Eimeria (81,7 %).
HaiiBuiiy iHTEHCHBHICTb YPasKEHHSI MPUXYPO30M PEECTPY-
BaJId caMe B aMaTOPChKUX rOCHoAapcTBax periony [31].

BucnoBkn

PesynbraTi  NMpOBENEHMX  JIOCHIPKEHb  CBiAYarth,
IO Tapa3UTO3M LITYHKOBO-KUIIKOBOTO TPAaKTy JOMalll-
HiX HyTpi#l y rocrionapcTBax [lontaBcskoi 00nacTi MatoTh
3Hayne momupeHHs (34,42 %). CepenHii piBeHB
eKCTeHCHBHOCTI caMe TpuXypo3Hoi iHBasii B IlonTaBch-
KoMy perioni craHoBute 30,32 %. I'empminTodayna
NpeNCTaBlICHa  TPUXYPUCAMH, TPHXOCTPOHTLIIOCAMH
it elimepisMu, 3 IepeBakaHHAM TPUXYPO3HOI MOHOIHBA3I11
3 moka3HukoM 61,47 %.

Konduikr inTepecis

ABTOpHU CTBEPJUKYIOTH IIPO BIJICYTHICTH KOHQIIIKTY
IHTEepeciB 100 iXHBOTO BHKJIALy Ta pe3yJbTaTiB
JIOCHIIKEHD.
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