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B 4. AUSIX] B2 B2 T MMES
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X 5. HF Bulk Milk HAHZS5of wh® 3L AW
HAMESQ| H|E

ulA17) g dEy A A EF ()
Bl 1~2% 241,000
v]f 305 149,000
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A7 208,000
12 ZR/7) 227,000
2, 32 v~ 112,000
43} v]§-7] o}l 153,000

Bulk Bulk Milk A AIE (mi%)
Milk
L 200,000 400,000 600,000
mie} 254 74 66 58
o}z}he) A 2(%)
mi/s} 501k 15 23 30
olAke] 3 A(%)
A4y e 1.2 19 2.6
2 4 (%)
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(FDAMW) wi ek %, 30~300712] colony”} el pe-
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#H&#o|d 28 X5 (Bactoscan 0|&Y)—
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71714 Bactometer(Vitek Inc. USA)
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L4, A71HF 445 A i WIs
23 s whyjelch oul AFEHo| Fo] o
451 glen, AFsErt ¥4 conductances
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71719 Malthus 2000(Maithus, UK)

ATP EXEH — AlFoll EA3h= ATPE #el3to]
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F2] Aefo} s, Algwd Law|go] tha F
o} 7171w Bo] AERE SlAe] sirh

7}7]19: Lumac bio-counter(Lumac B. V., Nether-
land)
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1) Charm Farm Test— A)lF-8<34 °]3' as-
say 241 color changeoll 2J3) 4-0)&A AH 5 T+
FFEA S &gk 25~100 ppbe] B-lactam an-
20~ 150 ppb-] 50~1000
ppb2] aminoglycosides, 50~ 200 ppb®] macrolide #|
a3, 22}37 30~150 ppb2] sulfaxl]-&
gJtk. 3 & F=2A] green colori negative, gray-

rio

tibiotics, tetracycline,

e

green~purple-2 positiveZ HA =tk

2) Delvotest-P— EF 8 0.2 B. stearothermo-
philus var. calidolactis FFZ o4 LA 2] el A
74 AbshY 34)7F o] el 0.003~0.005 IU/m/ 2] penici-
llin 5 & 78 Jc}. HE£H54] yellows nega-
tive, purple-& positive® 2"}

3) BsDA (B. stearothermophilus disk assay)— -5
QAaub o ® 0.081U/mie) AV FEF 25
A7E el ZAEe Wk AEARE 82C 2 287
zje]8}ul, penicillinase eje} FH2ls HE TF
o] HE HAZ

Membrane-matrix 40{|A{ antibiotic-binding pr-
otein O|E%H

1) B-lactam CITE Probe —membrane matrix *
o 4] penicillin-binding proteinell 1§+ p-lactam#|
A S 7&sH= v e 2 penicillin 5 ppb, am-
picillin 10 ppb, cloxacillin 100 ppb, cephapirin 5
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B 7. 239 P & IMYZEN AW

244 (ppm)

EXde I

e
FDA EEC

HA = 0(0.04) 0.004
FE2AAIY 0.01 0.03
) EE AR - 0.03
o} B A A7 0.01 0.004
sz Alg] 0.01 0.004
A=} 0.02 -
Fz 28 Eetslo]FH 0 0.1(F=h)
ol g] X vlo] 4l 0(0.3) -
ezl 0.05 -
tjslelrg AEEnle]4l  0(0.5) -
u] eafe]Al 0.15 -
23 e}oje] A - 0.15
runjeal 0.1 -
BpX) Ea}4] 0.5 -
AgtA] | 0.1(F=h

A g} 541 0.01

A g}ol| &4l sl 2}r)zl 0

CRC R 2 ) 0.01
Erexy - 0.05

L (e AEdAA
2. FDA 1992 &), EEC 1992 &A1
(Z}&: CFR 21, 556 % EEC #9 =2}8)

ppb 28], amoxicilln 10ppb £& #qlglc} &
FAET A el 1087 vk ¥, probe® 7
2%k}, Control spot®] o] sample spot ¥.t} dar-
kerdt 7%, positiveo]™], & o] AHg Bd-g 2ls)
colorimetric reader& o]&3to] nig2]3}c].

2) Tetracyline CITE Probe —Membrane matrix
o} tetracyline-binding antiboby & ©]-&3% 7o) B-
lactam CITE Probes} t}& Hojr}

ELISA o|2 &H

1) B-lactam Lactek system—~3tAJal £o] anti-
body7} 2t wellell 4% = #5 YA S
250 W JF3ld, enzyme conjugateE ©]-4, 405 nm
ELISA readerel] 2]} #53%tc}. 6 ppb procaine pe-
nicillin G7+A &3k sensitivityd Yehdc} o}
£ ubdo) 8l&) false-positiver} How, #e A7k
(10~15%) el Agdo A FHEsh= wryolct

2) Agri-Screen (Neogen Co)

d € 1L dzaygsg wogd
5 B. stearothermophilus var.
B. calidolactis C953
2. M-S AEA APy (TTC Ajdd)

L =z ey
5 B. stearothermophilus var.
B, calidolactis
2. Delvotest P
3. Charm I

I

% o

W=

1 M4 SdAUY (TTCH= +4b
T3 B. stearothermophilus var.
B. calidolactis
g A|oF: Brilliant green AN

#¥218: 1) EHAAIYHFNH(1973)
2) Standard Methods for the Examination of
Dairy Products(1985)

3) Signal (Smithkline Beecham)

Charm 1l Test

WA BHUAE ol &% M AR Ay
28 Charm Science Inc.9] #EAE7718 o]%
she] Hlghc

Z|El o|2Hhy

1) BR Test(Glengarry Biotech)— A A3t dupy o
2 TTCS #A1g

2) Penzyme(Smithkline Beecham)

4 o

FA g4 9 FFFE B AAA )52 ke
TFJ°3a AR o} XB8Fo 2T o]Fo]

T 9leH, °,i’1§} e WAl 4§ 3 A7
HAES $HE $F 5 US ¥ ol 37
g o] 43t ZIEE— A 4 e 4F F
HEH 297 E AW 5 vk oebd 4
v 2 153978 44ske A3 A4
sith olof 22 wlo g S8 BE g Al
AXE Fo d5F SHE ATy ¢
AL &, Ve SREES ARE 5 A
At

_a;% 'y

E»Enﬁ‘.uﬁ.o“ m{ux&m_

e

*
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H 3. % & URYDEA W0IHAE

A E A Az A HEYAr
BR test Glengarry Bioteck HYAH 5 6F
Charm II test Charm Science Inc. HUydd 5 18F
Charm cowside test Charm Science Inc. HAA F 9F
Charm Farm test Charm Science Inc. HUAd 5 105
CITE IDEXX Corp. AJAsl 5 12F
Delvotest P Gist-Brocades, Inc. AYAg 5 6F
Delvotest SP Gist-Brocades, Inc. Hyidsdl 5 5%
Disk assay Difco YA F 4%
EZ-screen Environmental Diagnostics, Inc. ARderd 5 2F
Lactek Ideteck, Inc. AUAlH 5 7%
Penzyme Smithkline Beecharm AL & 5%
Penayme III Smithkline Beecharm AR & 5F
Signal Smithkline Beecharm Aojvelal £ 5%

*Azw = FDAZ} ARY PHSZ(safe leve) ol37HA AE¥ & e FEEA FFY.
%A 2: J. R Bishop etc. Virginia Polytechnic Institute(1991)
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