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Comparison of Detectable Levels for Screening Residual
Antibacterial Agents by Bioassay

Sung Hee JUNG, Jin Woo KM and Sang-Gyu SOHN
Pathology Division, National Fisheries Research and Development Institute, Pusan 619-900, Korea

Minimun-detectable levels to 28 antibacterial agents used for the prevention and the freatment of fish diseases were determined to
establish optimal detective method of bioassay in fish by the EEC 4-plate method, the modified method of EEC 4-plate and the
standard method of ‘analysis in food safety regulation. The test organisms used in the methods of bioassay were as follows: Bacillus
subtilis BGA (B. sublilis; and Micrococcus luteus ATCC 9341 (M, luteus) in the EEC 4-plate method, B. subtilis, M. luteus, and
Bacillus cereus var, mycoides ATCC 11778 (B. cereus) in the modified of EEC 4-plate, and B. subtilis, M. luteus, B. cereus and
Bacillus stearothermophilis var. calidolactis C-953 (B. stearothermophilis) in the standard method. The standard method showed
predominant sensitivity in the detection of penicillins (PCs), and was also highly sensitive to aminoglycosides (AGs). The sensitivi

of standard method in the detection of tetracyclines (TCs), macrolides (MLs), nitrofuran derivatives (NFs) and quinolones (QNg
was very low, and against sulfonamides (SAs), however, was extremely low. The modified method of EEC 4-plate showed very high
sensitivity to TCs. Both the EEC 4-plate and the modified method of EEC 4-plate showed competitively high sensitivity in the
detection of PCs, MLs, NFs, QNs and SAs. All the methods studied.in the experiment showed very low sensitivity against
chloramphenicol (CMs). Consequently, . the modified method of EEC 4-plate was the best bioassay method with a wide range of
sensitivity for the optimal detection of the residual antibacterial agents in fish. :
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M = O NE YUY
e ARZREH FFde HH4REE 2aYsted o L A% Y o7
£5v nPEsE ol HAMY (bioassay) & BHAT FF2dE Aol AHed 28579 FFEZ FoIA ciprofloxacin (CFX)

& 7HAe 39d EETFE AEEY 4, Y, E A% & AYAD, enrofloxacin (EFX)# norfloxacin (NFX) & ujo] &
2 oF T9 EokdA FLEHDL gle dS WIF FA el florfenicol (FF)2 #ZEE4E, ofloxacin (OFX)# pefloxacin
(Park et al, 1990; Jinbo et al, 1992, 1994, 1995; Lee et al,, 1993 (PFX)& Zol§Al 38 sodium nifurstyrenate (NFS-Na)& thA]
Kamakura et al,, 1994; Baek et al, 1996). @A $zl vt 3o AEAZEH JH YEE FYHER YW e Sigmart
7 ER)F AR FoEAY oA e FHERIAY (UsA) 23 TY3tH (Table 1), FHEZL Table 19] et
93] EEC 4-plateto] w21 vt & HAEATLIA] 23 d gFdol 2320 F R0 2N urR GA FA3o 7
AEFZTA(Q9)NE FA4EF AF3e T EEY TojHAY FEd¥e Add A9
ol ;2 FAH Qi) o] Zo] RAEE HIe g7 A pertridish& 87X 15 mm (Al ¥4 %3), filter papere 27 10 mm
ol gl &7 FA4EY HAPY o) BUH AA g A (%7 1.3 mm, F5%F 78 £ 2 ul, Toyo co., Japan)E L$}57]E
< Z Ao AYx e vedEy FF d4Ed Aoz F 02T, 15839 FE3) AZAAN AL 283 A
FAEG. 88 ojfel ol E FA L2 e FTEEH HauA e F98 AP 2 A& vemnier caliper (Matsui co.,
7Y SAAETdE Bol E3A #A old TN o= Japan)E ol 83te A}
Zo] o AYAA ke SAFHA A HYo] adAE A
Eile 948 AT gddd, g SHFIAETL W 2. Ngade =H
Ae oA T ERAY FERT TYHA S AVH 22 YA 1) oFERFY ZA
1 led olH7A FYE A bHo] sl A ¥AT Jung Nutrient agar (Difco, NA) 300 45 8194 (roux bottle)ol ¥
and Kim (1997)9] 231X &€ ZA#A2ZH EEC 4plae’dS  LAS71ET (121C, 15B)3ATh A Ba5 o] & Bacillus subti-
ozt Wy WHE HEsn 9. lis BGA (B. subtilis), Bacillus cereus var. mycoides ATCC 11778 (B.
£ 9FE EEC 4plate’] 2 1 ¥, 4FTHY TolAAMY cereus), Bacillus stearothermophilis var. calidolactis C-953 (B. stea-
S2H FAE0R B AHEsHe FTELE FHLE o84 rothermophilis)-& saline 5méel]l Zt2t 1 loopful (A7 2mm) HEA]
WE HAA AEFAE ME vlidte oA ¥F YdEAY § 7 wa £H|g wjFPol 53t B subtlis ¥ B. cereust 30C
A ooz FEAS AEINAY. o} 797, B. stearothermophilise: 55Co1A 3% w3
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Table 1. Dissolution and diluted solution of each antibacterial agents

Antibacterial agent

Dissolution solution Diluted solution

PCs Penicillin G (PCG) D-1! D-1
Ampicillin (ABPC) D-1 D-1

AGs Streptomycin_sulfate (SM) D-2 D-2
TCs Oxytetracycline-HC1 (OTC) D-3 D-3
Doxycycline-HC1 (DOXY) D-3 D-3
Chilortetracycline-HCI (CTC) D-3 D-3
Tetracycline~HCl (TC) D-3 D-3

MLs Erythromycin (EM) Methanol, D-2 D-2
Spiramycin (SPM) Methanol, D-2 D-2

NFs Sodium nifurstyrenate (NFS-Na) Distilled water (D.W.) D.W.
QNs Ciprofloxacin (CFX) Glacial acetic acid, D.W. DW.
Enrofloxacin (EFX) Glacial acetic acid, D.W. DW.

Norfloxacin (NFX) Glacial acetic acid, D.W. DW.

Pefloxacin (PFX) Glacial acetic acid, D.W. DW.

Ofloxacin (OFX) Glacial acetic acid, D.W. DW.

Oxolinic acid (OA) IN NaOH, D-1 DW.

Nalidixic acid (NA) IN NaOH D-1 D-1

Flumequine (FM) IN NaOH D-1 DW.

Piromidic acid (PA) IN NaOH, DW. DW.

Others Chloramphenicol (CM) Methanol, D-1 D-1
Florfenicol (FF) Acetonitril, D-1 D.W.
Thiamphenicol (TP) D-1 D-1

SAs Sulfamonomethoxine (SMMX) 1/10 Vol. ammonia solution (28%), D-2 D-2
Sulfisomidine (SID) 1/10 Vol. ammonia solution (28%), D-2 D-2
Sulfamethazine (SMT) 1/10 Vol. N, N-dimethylformamide, D-2 D-2
Sulfadimethoxine (SDMX) 1/10 Vol. ammonia solution (28%), D-2 D-2

Sulfathiazol (STZ) 1/10 Vol. N, N-dimethylformamide, D-2 D-2
Trimethoprime (TMP) Methanol, 0.IM citric acid D-2

!': Potassium dihydrogenphosphate (KH,PQ,) 7.0 g+ disodium hydrogen phosphate (Na,HPQ,) 6.0 g per D.W 1000 o, adjust to pH 6.0

0l

2 Potassium dihydrogenphosphate (KH,PQ,) 13.3 g+ potassium hydrogen (KOH) 62 g per D.W 1000 ™4, adjust to pH 80+ 0.1.
*{ Potassium dihydrogenphosphate (KH,PO,) 13.6 g per D.W 1000 o¢, adjust to pH 4.5 £ 0.1.

olo]M H#3t F7E (A4 4dmm)H RFEHFF 0WE Y
¥ ob) Q3 Z83] EE0IA T} FHH E9E 3,000 rpm,
2087 gAFYFET 4542 HID gFFHS 0nE Y1
vortex mixingdte] Al AHEE}HT. of HAE 29 wEY
ol 43dE HET FEFFF 0mE 8 B subtilis R
B. cereus= 65Col A 30%-7Y, B. stearothermophilisi= 95C1A 10
B2 74ds 9 3,000 rpm, 1083 YRS F54L g
o] #AL WEd Fo FFHE HA H saline IME EF
3] vortex mixerZ #-RA1A B. subtilis L B. cereuse 70T A
3087 3 o 71gETh o] w3 X FYAE FoA B
subtilis 2 B. cereuse NAM A A EZEHRINYCZ 107 spo-
res/N¢, B. stearothermophilis& McFarland No. 28] %71 H &%
saline2 2 3|4 3to] 4T RAIJHEA Ao AR

2) TEEd AF

AW 2@#H & Micrococcus luteus ATCC 9341 (M. luteus) &
ANEAY Tryptic soy broth (Difco) 20mée] 1 loopful (37 2 mm)
BE8A 35T A 3 algaATt o sFYo2LE NAMA
N BEEHBIAMNYPLZ 2X10' CFUMYL HEE FEFHTFE
gA8te] gt B@stEA 79 oo 4H AMSHck

ST

3. Alguix|ef HZ

1) EEC 4-plate’d A g4y

EEC agar (peptone 6.9g, NaCl 5.1g, KH,PO, 1.0g, agar 13.0
gDW. 10)& 2¢ZNE7 (121, 158)% H s5¢2 7t BE
& %2, o] M 10007 47 Bgo] wek AFF B subtilis
S}ERFA D M. luteus THENE 1 ¢y H7l3te pHE 23
3tod 233 4 oS petridisho) 6 ¥ EF3}o] B, 5. (pH 6.0),
B. s.(pH 7.2), B. s.(pH 8.0), M. 1 (pH 80)9) A 8HHuj# 4
ZFHE AF3}D disk assayE AN A o) 4 B s (pH 729
Yo Aol trimethoprim (TMP) & AZFE 0.1 pg/nl7} HES
A7tstgct AFE AFY B A e 4Co BaA3PAA 3 ool
2F A4S HY. disk assayote FEEE A A 2
80 ubE filter paperdl 583 o]§ FAAY o, A3 ¥
AguiA o] A YA el A 2417 Ft FAAIA filter pa-
pers) FFEH) ¥4 £02 FH3I AETE AT 1 Hd
B. subtilist 30T, M. Juteust= 35Co| A 315 4 ¥4 F, vernier
caliper2M filter papers TFE AX LY Aol 12 mmol4+H
Yoz BAs g

2) EEC 4-plate¥y] Aggay
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ngE 1T (121T, 158)89 55¢2 7k & ¥ EEC
agar ¥ A 100meF 7] Wil we} ThE B subtilis £ B. cereus
OFERFAT M. luteus TIHY 1 ¥ E YW pHE A3}
¥ petridishol 6m¢¥ £33 B, ¢ (pH 6.0), B.
s.(pH 60), B. 5. (pH 72), B. 5. (pH 80), M. 1. (pH 8.0)¢] A&
Fau =] 53FE AZsH el EEC 4plateB T $UT WoR
disk assay& A3t B. subtilis R B. cereust 30C, M. luteus<
35CoAY 35 & vl kst ¥, vernier caliper®X filter paper® E
e AL A7 2mmoldHE FHLE BAIAD

3) AFEIAY oA AFHAY

Antibiotic medium (AM) No. 2, 5, 8 (Difco)H|AE L¢F 7
B (121C, 158) 34 55CR 7k BE3 Fa, 7] Bl wet
St B. subtilis OFEF 542 M. luteus TEEHY 1 YL AM
sl A 100 8P, B. cereus OFERF- 1 mfE AM 8u}A 100 mLF,
23 B, stearothermophilis °FEFF 165 AM 2813 100
g Frhste] FE3 e g petridishol 6wy £53o B,
s.(AM 5), B. c.(AM 8), B. 5. ¢ (AM 2), M. L (AM 5)9) A9
oA 437 E A2k EEC 4-plated o F48 o=
disk assay® 4213} B, subtilis @ B. cereus® 30C, M. luteus
35C, B. stearothermophilis= 55CAN A 315 4 v}k F, vernier
caliper24 filter paper& E 83 AA A 2 Zo] 12 mmol4F
B F4doz B33

x B = [
FEE H&

e ot

EEC 4-plated 2 2 W] W2 F7EZY HA AE&U=EE
AP TEE Table 29) VeI, M. Juteuse penicillinAl (PCs)
2 macrolide”l (MLs)el o} ¢ & HEZAEE Jehidoy 4
2 Age FFEA daNe 2E7 g g9t pHt
%4z z4€ B subtilise A2 ZE ALY FEEdel o
AvtAog RE PEE HYh 53 sulfonamided] (SAs)9] 7
$ TMPE 713 pH 72914 & AEZ=EE JYeidd. B
cereus tetracyclineZl (TCs) Wl3te] B. subtilistt M. luteus®.
g ¢4 Z2g Yo v Ade gFEEd disf
HNE A7z7l "olAd. ZE A Y7L chloramphenicol”
(CMs) ol W&t 433 Zx7t Dol

AZFAY WOl A i A EAY HA FEAEE A
YU E Table 39 YeliIth. B. stearothermophilise PCsell
et AE A7} 2.5~5 ppbE €EA +48 FTEAYE U
ehliglen] TCssh MLsol Wt tda =g Jeddd. M
Iuteuse PCso] W3t 25~50 ppb2 S8 FEE HYon
MLsol dajA 4 228 et o). B. subtiliss aminoglyco-
side”] (AGs)ol hate] o}& Funh F& ZEE BHYoH B ce
reuse TCsol Wdte ¥& HEZTE e ZE Add
£ nitrofuran# (NFs), CMs, SAs, quinoloneZ] (QNs)% CFX
9 EFXE A& das] ve A2AEE el Table
29} 3914 e ulg} o) FEF L I AG wetA AP T
vt A=t 4] 927 g7 2 AEd T gt Ag

[s]
A -

oy
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Table 2. Comparison of minimum detectable levels of antibac-
terial agents in the test organisms by the EEC 4-
plate method (B. s, pH 6.0 ; B. s. pH 7.2 ; B. 5. pH
8.0 ; M. I. pH 8.0) and the modified method of EEC
4-plate (B. c. pH 6.0 ; B. s. pH 6.0 ; B. s. pH 7.2
; B.s. pH 80 ; M. I pH 8.0)

Minimum detectable levels (ug/mé)

Antibacterial agent B cereus B subtilis B subtilis B. subtilis M. hiteus
(pH 60) (pH 60) (pH 72) (pH 80) (pH 80)
PCs  PCG 0 005 005 01 005
ABPC % 01 0l 01 0025
AGs SM 25 1 05 05 25
TCs OTC 01 05 05 . 05 25
DOXY 005 005 ol 01 25
CIC 005 0l 025 025 25
TC 0l 05 05 05 5
MLs EM 05 05 025 025 005
SPM 10 5 05 1 025
NFs  NFSNa 25 05 25 5 >100
QNs CFX 1 025 025 025 >0
EFX 25 025 025 025 10
NFX 10 25° 1 1 %
PFX 25 1 1. 25 >100
OFX 25 05 05 1 05 10
0A 1 05 25 5 >100
NA 10 25 5 10 >100
™ 25 05 25 5 >100
PA 5 1 10 %5 >100
SAs  SMMX  >100 10 0l 0 >100
SID >0 25 05 50 >100
SMT >100 100 10 100 >100
SDMX >100 10 025 50 >100
STZ >100 10 ol % >100
T™MP >100 25 1 1 2%
M, M 10 10 10 5 10
TP %0 3 2 10 2%
FF 25 25 25 5 2

g o= Ax 2T F J&& FFIU

AN EY A HEFAE A2 HZd ZHE Table 490
JehQT AEFA4 Qo AR PCs7t WIS B AEAE
g Hgoen AGsd T4 ZEE Yelou sAsel dillAe
77t 49 Dol ATt EEC 4-plate 2 TCsol dldte £
Az s JeEg e PCs, MLs, NFs, SAs, QNs% 4%
Y3t EEC 4-plate] 2 1 dyol AY vi&3A ZFEE Y
R AT

fl

N

Uk

i

AAANA 28 A ASHT Ae 7 HEHA bioas-
saye &AE o gdte FAF TP ol (Schothorst et al,
1978; Jonston et al,, 1981). ¥ A# ol A A& EEC 4-plate’d] %
a2 0AY, AFTAY Go)AAEE o] WHd &9, E3S ¥
TEAL AFHAN BEHA e oY, FAE JA-IY
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Table 3. Comparision of minimum detectable levels of antiba-
cterial agents in the test organisms by the standard
method of analysis in food safety regulation

Minimum detectable levels (ug/mé)

Antibacterial agent B. cereus B, subtilis B. luteus B. stearothermo-
(AM 8) (AM 5) (AM 5) philis(AM 2)

PCs PCG 50 0.1 0.05 0.005
ABPC 25 0.25 0.025 0.0025
AGS SM 25 0.25 5 1
TCs oTC 0.25 0.5 5 0.5
DOXY 0.1 0.25 5 0.25
CTC 0.05 0.25 25 0.25
TC 0.25 0.5 5 0.5
MLs EM 0.5 0.5 0.1 0.25
SPM 10 25 0.5 0.5
NFs  NFS-Na 1 5 >100 25
QNs  CFX 5 0.25 10 1
EFX 5 0.25 25 25
NFX 5 1 50 5
PFX 10 25 >100 10
OFX 5 1 25 5
0A 25 25 >100 25
NA 10 10 >100 >100
M 25 5 >100 50
PA 5 10 >100 100
SAs SMMX >100 >100 >100 >100
SID >100 >100 >100 >100
SMT >100 >100 >100 >100
SDMX >100 >100 >100 >100
STZ >100 >100 >100 >100
T™MP >100 10 >100 10
CM; CM 25 10 10 25
TP >100 50 25 5
FF 10 5 25 25

g3t 7159 BZE Hfd dsA FAEEA FTEH &

2E AT o wEA 1A AAEOE o] HAAbge] 45
Ak,

Lee et al. (1992) ¥ Baek et al. (1996)2 B. cereus’} tetracyc-
lineA, B. subtilisE aminoglycoside#|, M. luteus= macrolideA %
penicillinAl, B. stearothermophilis© penicillinAl o] 7227 && 7
TE et ¥usdte] E A7 HE&A4HF fAEA o
H3 HAEAHHL B. cereus’} tetracycline | ¢} &AEA (Lee et al,
1994), M. luteust penicillin 2 macrolide”l 223 B. subti-
lisc aminoglycosidel ¢} &1%73 (3, 1988)) AHgHE WE
AggFete AHS 2 4A3AY. B. subtilise 2 FFER
of 3l He FF2HEH S 7HAR U 7HF HBEAHY dF2
AHE-E3L Yot Table 2014 AHE™H, HZ 5o o7 F4%l
A o] AHEET 9= quinoloneAldl wWddE CFX=EFX (0.2
pg/mé) >OFX=0A=FM (0.5 ug/mé) >NFX=PFX=PA (1 pg/nl)
>NA (2.5 yg/nd) 8] €02 CFX 2 EFXE Asd 92840
ol w3

sulfonamide & A &3 A&S A3ME o] ALH FFYY
FeERE Hole TMPE HJbsiol @da Husi Qg

Table 4. Comparison of minimum detectable levels of antibac-
terial agents by the methods of bioassay

Minimum detectable levels (ug/mé)
Antibacterial agent . EEC 4 Modified method Standard

plate method of EEC 4-plate  method
PCs PCG 0.05 005 0.005
ABPC 0.025 0.025 0.0025
AGs SM 0.5 0.5 0.25
TCs OTC 0.5 0.1 0.25
DOXY 005 0.05 0.1
CTC 0.1 0.05 0.05
TC 0.5 0.1 025
MLs EM 0.05 0.05 0.1
SPM 0.25 0.25 0.5
NFs  NFS-Na 05 0.5 1
QNs CFX 0.25 0.25 0.25
EFX 0.25 0.25 0.25
NFX 1 1 1
PFX 1 1 25
OFX 0.5 0.5 1
OA 0.5 0.5 2.5
NA 25 25 10
FM 0.5 0.5 25
PA 1 1 5
SAs  SMMX 0.1 0.1 >100
SID 0.5 0.5 >100
SMT 1.0 1.0 >100
SDMX 0.25 0.25 >100
STZ 0.1 0.1 >100
T™P 1 1 10
CM, CM 5 5 10
TP 10 10 5
FF 2.5 2.5 2.5

(Kondo et al., 1988; Park et al., 1990; Jinbo et al,, 1992; Jung and
Kim, 1997). Table 291 TMPE #7I& B. 5. (pH 7.2) wWi A A
ot sulfonamide o A3te] & AEAEE gl AHIL A
ArAETY E9F A oldh. Escherichia coli NIHIE chloram-
phenicolAl 2] &<AFA (2, 1988) ©]&HL Ut} Lee et al
(1992)9) 28} chloramphenicol® HAAE AT 5 ug/mbe A
£ 499 EEC 4-plated® 1 ¥ 437 2 A4t 2
Ay UYL E 2243 HNERAS AYFo2 WA A BEF
£ Charm II testol M chloramphenicol®] A&7} | ppb
(Back et al, 1996)Q) %9 vjustd FIFEAE 433] HobA
o] A 3] bioassay?] FAHLZ FoldUth

HA dBANE B subtilish M. luteus®] 2-plateE 35+ F
ANEZ A7 FFAEAY 238 AL JAed &
e tetracyclineA &} &AFAN ALHE B, cereusE F7HE X
A7 3plate o2 HASHY & AFAY F FFPLEE
tetracycline19) A& o] 2L & BaF1 Y Ui
nbo et al, 1995; Jung and Kim, 1997). %2 vete] A5 A9
AZZANL Al ARHY] olAAA e dEH A H&E
Agoigict. 2dE AEFAY AN (Table DF &9 3-
plated (Jung and Kim, 1997)2 sulfonamide &) ©i3te] Z=7}
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wolx o] Alde 238YL A Eibgdiue AMdS BEHY
o FAEAY AHEE Fui2 AEH #¥Y H7Y 7AE ey
HEAAHA o HABARTA (96-103)4A olF L uirhs}
Ao FHEA A7 3 E71FY F & Te gA e OTC A=
0.1 ug/mé o]dto|c}, o} & FF 3 E7IEE bioassayr o2 NG
i & d7olA] EEC 4platedBS OTCol dd AAAE A7}
0l pg/mlo] B2 U AF HBRINES ARA 229E + A
S} EEC 4plae’i & 4 F3 A3 ZA L B7bsddd 28
EEC 4-plate’-& OTCH ozt sulfonamidel ] HEAAE
AEFTHY AAED Hojuve §F FAL02 AMSHE o8 A
do FFAEAL vz YZHoT AAYYY $ glolA oA
g B4 AF monitorings 3 FrAT bicassayi o2 &
ALK ¢ FEL JYF9 AF HEIE] 575F AW HF}
o FAYEY A S OTCE AE UrmA FAEAd dsixe F
2579 930 AesHn o 1dd $4H8 FEY AL IFE
S AMRY FYRTA (95858)9 &3 OA, FF, FM9] 337/%
AR} 8l OTCY A&l ddAe dde gtk 2849H
OTC °19)9] FAEZL HH o8 AHE-§ FA8 e AUA B&E
Aol gl AN goz B} B FAH8 fE AF &
71Ee] AR ojof & Aoln Yolrty AHAE7IER B4 I
A Az B4 ool d4H3 sa7d

(@) oF
s =

£ 97T EEC 4plaeat 1 W¥ 221 JFTAE oA
APHoZH olfAWY o 2 AR AHEHE 8FHY FTE
Aol g A AE2FAE A2 vlasty o)Ay AF FFEEY
H7 Zlol BAMY (bioassay) L EMY F+E4E F9stnA g
HETAY oA L PCsol Hold AEA=E Jepiden
AGsl digtd & Z=& EAoY TCs, MLs, NFs, QNsol| o
gMe e A2 E Jehidlth 39, SAsel distee de
AzE BEE DY EEC 4plaedde TCsoll thdle] $4+¢
A27AEE Jehlglch EEC 4plated 2 1 W& PCs, MLs,
NFs, QNs, SAsol tiste] dolgez & AE74=8 Yehidld.
NEHEL 25 CMsol ddlde AEdxer) dsid 25 EEC
4platede] AdAGY FREA dis AEFTrE Houx
ga8Age Wzt Wl oA i FRHEAE M FAA
238498 ¢ gle o)A gz FAHA.

A A
2 ATE AGFAFIA AT FUEY APABAYY o

THldl g8 FYHPSE FIUT & A7HA Y F3F B
S E&S & BolR4sE A% ) @A Ho] A=FHUS

% 1
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