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Abstract : This study was conducted to investigate the isolation prequency, serotypes, and
related epidemiological properties of 341 Salmonella spp from domestic poultry and environmental
samples during the period 1993-1995. A total of 1,918 samples was collected during the three
years period in nationwide. Most of Salmonella spp were isolated from the intestinal contents of
poultry, especially cecal(46.0%) and rectal(35.8%) contents. Among the tested samples, rat(28.5
%) was the most predominant Salmonella reservoirs and followed by duck(24.8%), broiler(18.8
%), layer(14.8%) and feed(7.1%), in order.

More than twelve Salmonella serovars were identified among the 341 Salmonella isolates. The
most prevalent serotypes isolated from non-human sources were S enteritidis (22.3%) and S
pullorum (21.9%), S muenchen (13.9%), S typhimurium (12.6%), S gallinarum , S meleagridis , S
heidelberg , and S senftenberg were followed, in order. In layer chickens, S pullorum (26.0%)
was the most predominant serotype but S muenchen (33.0%) was in broiler chickens, S enteritidis
(28.4%) was in ducks, and S typhimurium (60.0%) was in rats, respectively.

As a results, S enteritidis was identified as the most prevalent serotype in non-human Salmonella
isolates in Korea during the period 1993-1995. A preliminary study on the phage typing of 19 S
enteritidis selected from the nationwide scale was shown that S enteritidis phage type(PT) 4 was
the most predominant PT, and SEPT 1, SEPT 6a, SEPT 7 and SEPT 7a variant were also found

in the same period.
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Salmonella species 188611 4:9) M| 7825 @ Salmon'
o M HE&oz e ¥ Hug o]F A&Hoz W
3E A3t JUe AF(continuum)L M FHEH &
YAEF serogroupse] EBo]A & FAdte FAHER
lipopolysaccharide(LPS ; O-antigen)$} ¥ 2 3+91¢1 flagellin
protein(H-antigen)e] t}%¥A}o] A 3] Kauffmann-White
schemeo] metA HFHQ YAFo] FRHATR. Sal-
monella spp.= EA7HA) < 2,500F0) Y& ALE B3
Hol 1 ¥3Y9 dgAde Fed Y & oA,
Gast's ThFg ¥ o] UG Yo} FHYho| &
F EEHE Y &30, g fd €YY X
FAE AYY £ FA 7 wetA dgstA ve
g 4 k3 At Bergy's mannual’d] 57150 wt
29 Salmonella spp.& S bongori 8 S choleraesuis B
@A 2709} sepecis(F)22 EEHM, 1F 10995 &
3 Yglo] S bongori F Fo] XFE ¥, UriA e 8
B8 S choleraesuis & FUo] X¥EH. 1A S cho-
leraesuis &= BR YA FA%AQ 540 kA gA
6719 subspecies(o}F)E N EHH, ol & o}FF AHEH
2o 23] AWE $UEE S enteritidis, S typhimu-
riun 53 & AHEL H Y %% o4& subspecies
Io) &gop,

Salmonellosis& Wi 3 FUl Al 3}o] &3} Salmonella
spp-3 o8 Sy EE 2 o) YY) A 24
He 99 34 EE 949 AF4 29FE Tl
. 7lgdNE 45 45 239 4748 €4
(S pullorum 2 S gallinarum)®)) ] % A Q] pullorum disease
9} fowl typhoid 223 o] & 2% & AT 5o &
Fg9go] gl 43 H 5o XY I ZEFY pare-
typhoid2 P83 3 AF.

AR AQANA &AE Salmonella ssp.F 1 A
g ol 4e ZFAAN 8 Aol RaNHd 2AE
o) Salmonella spp.8] BT EFEMN Z2F9 F84& 3
A% 5 J4o”. n2dME 7123 7t HY AE 17
1 B BAZ guis e Ao AHEY AFE 24
3 #UE MR F2T LGPl AMLE of7] B
ot AT, Schwarz e A T4 A9 BE $EH T4
B0 Salmonella 7} E-X 50| 7] HfEo] ALY A 74

oA Salmonellas] LG9 Eo] gt &%) 53
salmonellosis] o A& HaMe 2982 € 2
Yoo A v Ado] A ot 1
U 2449 245A 4% R AAT 7N AR
4 b5y qEd A9 i 2EL a%EF o
& Fd gl Aol

EASE A AT FA F7t FAA AFA Y ¥
Ao oA MelEx gt 2y eyt 3¢ =
AAEZHF 53 ¥4 L FAH4AEL o273 47
A B HES AN Uy WA AFAe
3 4 g AR A9 gl ZAS
A37te 2R 4 7137t U FF HUE ¥
AZoltt. B EAEL B $BE 21 gA¢
WA FEE BFE0| Salmonella spp.& ¥ EFF ¥
ZA)o] @48t Campylobacter jejunijcoli, Listeria mono-
cytogenes 53 & AFFF WA AEY 2YPLE
AFHI Qo a9%F A7t & & el HE
FAHAE 23 ek a1 7kg e 544 AR 3o
A 43 G5 $ol3td & 0" % Hok f
& HAAES G187} wol ARH o2 APLA
718 E B8 Ao) Ao,

19803 ) Futo] FRE HAAAY AFoE Al
A S enteritidis (SE)l 9@ 21559 A 714
o] B35 Q™" Englands} Walesol Al 1981d0) &
1,087 019 d Ho] 19883 & 154277 0.2 @A 3|
Z7bsta.oH, Argol X 229 Salmonella spp.5 S en-
teritidis 7} 56.0%2A4 ¥ F9] hREE AA}AL &
phage type(PT)$] ZA}Z3} SEPT 47} 713 Bted®
ol o] %3t RIHEQ T2, o|RE L, HE 59 T
FHINE FLE AU Aoz ZAHADG™ @R 7]
ZE FYFtERE G2H 22 19803 o] AbFeA
o} § enteritidis o &% FAFL o 6.0% A GA F3t
Y Aol 19899 20.0%(8,3407)2 FA4 % F1EA
o] GA HAE g o phage type® 3 e SEPT
80] 7} AMA Q) Aoz #AH ] o, Canadad] &
ZAIAE SEPT 80] 7bg fddte Aoz HUHN
o) dt o] e sfo] g3 elAlolst A FY F71
£ SEPT 19] 7b £33t Q& Aoz AN

LgyolA & 19804 Y] ol shF o oiA setE
Z X Salmonella o] T G54 EA o B TAHL
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a3 vl A AQo|n) ", B3] PAAHLE F74F
Aol e S enteritidise] ¢ RndH L i vAE
AAelth. 281 19969 108974 FUgdAE diF
A€ F3te] AF @} ARo| Salmonella spp.d] ¥
HEE QgHo] glte Aldo]l HEHo $Fye=
Salmonella ] QY THF & d 97t 2 F vk F4AE
47 F& A7) HAH

ol e WAL EYE e o] AFME 19934
FH 1953704 $u Az dAE FAZY Z
TS BFEEFT AEY B oz ANAY H F
o WA Salmonella spp.&] ¥&]& & ZA8lT & ¥
H 893y EXYAL zAEIaA e ofgd
oJ£d HHE A% S daA RAEEE vl 2
A& BadhE vpolt).

UL 4

BAZE A g A48 2EFFE A3 4R
FAZY 7hFA Bl FFEAM 19933k 84 EH
19959 1297HA] FEF R EA 949 88 713
B4 N R3o JlE2RdE SHERT ABARS &F
E 283 A71xd dgx 449 stesFed A48
I e AAE I AE3d A AL 29
1 S enteritidis ATCC 13076, S typhimurium ATCC 14028,
S gallinarum ATCC 9184 5& T8t Al&3Aon,
Agd AzFF9 S pullorum No. 11, 4, 296 5% 37
YEFFZ FAFA

Salmonella spp. 2| 22| % S : Salmonella spp.9)
2o o] 88 ABEZME 71FY ZF 7], B2
3 A% W88 F& o833 o] A- A Salmonella
spp.2 AgHoez F7AF7] YA tetrathionate broth
(Biolife, Italy)& 7|2 ¥jA 2 3t HYEAHAE %0|7] 9
&) brilliant-green(Sigma, USA)3} novobiocin(125 pg/ml, Sigma,
USA)3} sulfapyridine(130 pg/ml, Sigma, USA)3} 2+ 34}
A% 3 A7+g TTBN-broth Wi & A¥AA 2 A
Azt ALESCh TS AgE 7| 2WA Y 110
S HEY ¥, 4980 42430 A wjFegon
48AZHEH UM os ZFFAIF ¥, Salmonella-Shi-
gella agar(SS-agar ; Biolife)ol] Zlth3}o] 37T ol A 18~244]
igE gAEE A g A Aol AF G
esterase spot test(Biolife, Italy)E A A| 8t} Salmonella spp.

g Bo] FFuhg &3] Mg AAE ARG 0
13 ¥ o)A Salmonella spp.o] A& = A FYY A&
of e AP Wl 57 F WA A2 F, 2%
HoZ N2 TIBN-broth ujz|oj A uh(secondary de-
layed enrichment)3}<] 9FA 9} Y& Wy o2 v Ysld
Salmonella spp.8] F7}2 ¢ £ & A&t

Ce-Esterase spot test® 0|&% Sa/monella spp.
Bete| M&EY : Salmonella spp.9] o] ee] &g
AES AYATGL BE 4F M4 E A oM ¥
FHYA W, B AR e Eojye] B WY& A4
8to] Salmonella spp.9] A A&7 HHA A
Age} Ao daiM AH A@ste WY Cyesterase
spot test(Mucap test reagent, Biolife, Italy)S Olsson et al **
o W o meba A L3k gt

Salmonella spp. 9| serotyping : Cyesterase spot test
AN FAHE AL N2 TY§ Salmonella 38
% (Bacto, USA)E A3t H@gigos FMEEY
{(O-antigen)& FA3F o, FAEH o] EAE
ZF AN E flagellad] THE 23T A3A
SEuA A A ¢ F AgR AEPLEN Az
3jate] A Ao wpekA Hge g2 S ¥4 3y
Z& AR oH, phase I3} 9] 249 FU& FA 9
2te #F59 FAL Collinsgt Lyned] whd®el ajalr
phase changing test& A ¥ HF A TP L F&3
et

S enteritidis & Phage typing : =4 7153 7153
d BB RAN B2 S enteritidis ) FF AF L o
Ao AHEE 12A £ 19578 Wdso o] FF
o ti3} o phage types< National Veterinary Service Labora-
tory(USA)ll 2] 2j3te] &3}t

i o

S&Y U JWAHY Salmonella spp. 2l £El8 FAl:
fevete Zlaa 8Z B R L2 1H Salmonella spp.<]
28 ZAS AHE Table 10] U vl 2ok
» EYE ZANE HE giAdEEY £A7 AFol
2 AT 8 5Fol 71 ¥ Salmonella spp. £
&(1314y& 718392, o]olX FH(70.0%), A&A &
260.9%), &8 FH(8.1%) 11 A BALE(16.7%)
o A2 Z2AEAT 28U w79 48 BAE

AN
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Table 1. Salmonella spp isolation prequency i domestic poul-

try and environmental samples

Samples

No. of Salmonella spp isolates

No. of No. of
farm tested(%) individual samples(%)

Layer 25/41(60.9) 146,/986(14.8)
Broiler 25/43(58.1) 115/612(18.8)
Duck 13/14(92.9) 34/137(24.8)
Mouse 7/10(70.0) 45/159(28.5)
Feed 1/6(16.7) 1/14(7.1)
Water 0,/4(0.0) 0/10(0.0)
Total 71/118(60.2) 341/1918(17.8)

Salmonella spp.7} B H A Fgteh. 28 n AAY RA}
dMe F 1,91819 NYAEF FH7} 283%@E5F)2A

7t 2 AAE dEe A E Jetdon, 287} 24
8%(34%), &8 77} 188%(115%), AHetA7} 14.8%(146%)
a8 3 AFR7} 71%(1F) €42 47 2A A

2El™71o| W& Saimonella spp. 2l B8 XA} :
F 2l ¥ Salmonella spp.& ¥ &4l wets EXYAS
ZAME Z 3} Table 200419} o] & &AE A7 At
A, 28 223 HAN BF F 157F7(46%)9 73 B
& Salmonella spp.7t AW EENA EEFHAon, o
ol AL oA 1255:(36.6%)7F B2 HY I, 3ol
ME 39F(114%), G E 12F(3.5%) 218 1 7\ et 3
7194 73(2.2%)7F 42 Ee2H At

22| Salmonella spp. &l serogroups? & X YA
ZAb I JtEd g $FREAN R &
341% 9] Salmonella spp.o] tA ZAEH 8Y(0-an-
tigen)o] wE serogroupsd] EXFAE TAE AL
Table 304 B vio} 2ot A@A S QoA 28

Table 2. Distribution of Salmonella isolates according to the isolated organs

No. of Salmonella spp isolates(Percentage)

Samples Total
c-Cc* R-C** Liver Yolk Others***
Layer 66(45.2) 53(36.3) 13(8.9) 12(8.2) 2(14) 146
Broiler 43(37.4) 54(46.9) 17(14.8) 0(0.0) 1(0.9) 115
Duck 13(38.2) 9(26.5) 9(26.5) 0(0.0) 3(8.8) 34
Mouse 35(77.8) 9(20.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(2.2) 45
Total 157(46.0) 125(36.6) 39(11.4) 12(35) 7(2.1) 341
*: Others; Heart, spleen and intestine etc. **: C-C; Ceacal contents, R-C; Rectal contents.
Table 3. Distribution of serogroups of Saimonella isolates from poultry and environmental samples
Serogroup of Salmonella spp islated(%)
Sample Toal
B C, D, E Others
Layer 5(2.9)* 1(0.8) 121(93.8) 2(1.6) 17(11.6) 146
Broiler 13(16.3) 38(47.5) 29(36.3) 0(0.0) 35(30.4) 115
Duck 7(28.0) 1(4.0) 10(40.0) 7(28.0) 9(26.5) 34
Mouse 27(75.0) 7(19.4) 2(5.5) 0(0.0) 9(20.0) 45
Feed 0(0.0) 1(100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1
Total 52(19.2) 48(17.7) 162(59.8) 9(3.3) 70(20.5) 341

*: No. of Salmonella isolates(%).
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Table 4. Preliminary investigation of 19 Salmonella enteritidis phage type(SEPT) isolated from domestic poultry, environmental

samples and human isolates in 1997

No. of positive/No. of total tested(percentage)

Phage types
SEPT 1

SEPT 4

SEPT 6 SEPT 7 & 7 a var

S enteritidis strains 2/19(10.5)

13/19(68.4)

1/19(5.3) 3/19(15.8)

FFEL D, goup(131F:9} 12F)0] 22} 743 g2 =
& AA&H L, FEANHE C, group(52F)0] 7HE ¥
gom, A B goup34F)o] FxHoz BT
agn "AHez U /s §FFLA D, sero-
groupd] 43} Salmonella spp.7} 187F(54.8%)2 7}
Al Aol AME FA¥ & e 1 UL B
group, C, group 13} 1L E groupd] &4 e AHIE &
& & A

22|%l Salmonella spp. &l serotyping : W 7tg
3 HABEAN EelE % 3415 Salmonella 2| F
of thg HF A serotype 4 442 Table Seff
e e 2o} $EuE e s FEEGA EEE

Salmonella B2 FE& % 12% o)A} serotypeso] &)
e Aoz #AHM 121 FH Y wet F{E
QAL W S enteritidis 7} 167(223%)2A 743 AujH
¥¥Yo2 HAHU 2™ 1 tF&L S pullorum o] 755
(21.9%)2 A=A, 28] S muenchen 0] 475(13.
9%), S typhimurium °] 43F(12.6%)9] £MZ ZAIHR L
o, o] AYNE S califonia, S chester, S heidel-
berg , S meleagridis, S newport, S gallinarum , S senften-
berg, S stanley T = A1 At

T8 AJANME S pullorum ©] 645 (43.8%)2A4 7}

S LS Yo, $8ANME S muen-
chen o] 38F(33%)ZE 714 Fol Feld FHYOINT, 2

Table 5. Serotypes distribution of Salmonella isolates from poultry ad poultry related environmental samples in Korea

No. of Salmonella spp.(%)

Serotype

Layer Broiler Duck Mice Feed Total
S califonia - 1(0.8) - - - 1(0.3)
S chester - 1(0.8) - - - 1(0.3)
S enteritidis 43(29.5) 21(18.3) 10(29.4) 2(44) - 76(22.3)
S heidelberg - 6(5.2) - - - 6(1.9)
S meleagridis - - 7(20.6) - - 7(2.1)
S muenchen 1(0.7) 38(33.0) 1(2.2) 7(20.6) - 47(13.9)
S newport - - - - 1(100) 1(0.3)
S pullorum 64(43.8) 11(9.6) - - - 75(21.9)
S gallinarum 14(9.6) 1(0.8) - - - 15(4.4)
S senftenberg 2(1.7) - - - - 2(0.6)
S stanley - - 1(0.7) - - 1(0.3)
S typhimurium 5(3.4) 5(4.3) 6(17.6) 27(60.0) - 43(12.6)
Untypables 16(10.9) 31(26.9) 9(26.5) 9(20.0) 0(0.0) 67(19.1)
Total 146 115 34 45 1 341
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BN S enteritidis 7} 1057(294%)2 182 HojM =
S typhimurium ] 21F(60.0%)2 7}% ®o] EH: ¥
FYoz AN D AN BEE FFE S newport
L2 FAHUT

22|¥l Salmonella enteritidis | phage typing : $
Huzt 720 FARLAA 713 Bol EYIUA §
enteritidis T A= 9 2t AW & 1159 A5
S enteritidis 85& ZYH A YA Fgio} phage types
& ZAMSHI ul, Table 4o UEbd vhel o] SEPT
47t DAY 684%2A 71 FEHOE Wkow, SEPT
7 % SEPT 7a variant7} 155%24 1 g ¢M¥1, 1
9o &= SEPT 13} SEPT 6a% ¥7 &A15t2 Lo &<l
Huo

o &

Paratyphoid Salmonella @3S 0] 4249 dE29
S 2 A HFL $HE) AN E 4F 2EY
& F& uRe 7lel #¥ Q2 (Predisposing factor)E o)
YA 3o AGRAAA E4o] 2YH o] £F0
Polso] AYAHe o Y4FHE B E Fxo
o, U E g4Aol gon d¥o] Fr48HA 19
HE AYYE T4 Fr1se Ao dEA APl
7t A &F A4 YL JE B8 2 £44d
Ae A #8387 oldan FRRAME vlag &
3] WA ugoly 2+g MZF AGUIATY B
71 F2 AF % BFEH Qe $EE A3 AA
of AL A TUANE HAE F4E = 9l
Brucella 43, Mycobacterium £33} 34 Q) £ 8 S 7] 3]
A MEY AE YEFoE 35T Yo

1993¢ ol Fu 7F3} BIRLHY Sabmonella
spp.9] BAY B X ZAY|M Salmonella cholerasuis sero-
var gallinarum biovar pullorum (S pullorum)o) S enteritidis
% A F AR 5 7 FE&g Ul AL A1F
ARG LR 2A 5 AFH FYdyy 299
A= EF73n AU ok s A E $FH 84 ¥
ol g F4F &, 929 ISEHF 2 Y A3
b AR Aol A ANEHFE HHoE Mg
=31t

ST U 5o] AYEL TEAT FAFLaA A
Fol BASH, Aoz FE FRYdA SEg

B35 LEol glolz BFHe Ytk P2
Z22 MASAY SARAGNAN Y A R 78
WAFEE ARN FNHEL 0FATH, ARHoe
Al A 4FEE 713 go] $28E YEHA A4
T WATLE 2% S enteritidis 9 S typhimurium & &
A7 &3 150 YHYF NFE3 dAHA 1 2
ANE B o 713 dgee ¥Yoz ey
2 AT ol @ AN A G AAH o] ¥
8.3} HACCP(Hazard analysis critical control points) 3 &
a7 =R, ol SHA HAHoln %A
& AFS SR8t 22 Salmonella spp.9t B LA E colig
A BA A HUTo2 AAste] AT A o)A RE
2| A Y oj27]7kx] FAG FALEL 8o Y
HY FUNE Faere BasA) ol EnE
AHL & A48 Hu

Baumler et al 2 19803t} Z4ko)| % § enteritidis ©] 7+
A2 7MY delA A9 2o HY e
AZFGT o5 viza 4244 28 dgay
A S =93] AEATFANN S pullorum (SP)} S
gallinarum (SG)ol ¥4 H& AN&H o2 AAN 2
3 oju] 1970 ) Futol] 1 £ A st v
S enteritidis = YAF Aol AH WG] £F
€3 A Y(SP & SG)E BT} |y groz Fuig.g
FEHAYORE A2 L AA BSRE 5 9o A
7l gEo AHHHoR JEL FAY ¢ YYhE =
Foltt. waky 7]E9] SP9} SG7} AA ST YW eco-
logical nicheo] ¥1Eo] A7)} AZA AE L A9
S enteritidis 7 71 A2 & W¢A HAM AAH o2 A
ol FtEfd AZ2H 2 WANE AXAN Ao
A 8 enteritidis o €)%} salmonellosis9] A& FA3 =
ZH7IA 8 ALz NS uteol S typhimurium
8T)o] F718t2] ZRY ol fof e FA e 3F9
E3Y(D1; 097 28 AHYo] B-FF(012)22 %
o7k Q& HAZ AN ST ZEA Y AAE 29z)-g
F& AN RN A A ¥A F3ty] YR
EUE FH8A00) 718 HNES FAHE Ao

TAA 28y Sele) WAL S enteritidis &)
A% EA 9 7V FEF (S gallinarum )] AZA Q) W
B =8 FWS pullorum) 181 S typhimurium S
AgHOZ £2 VX2 9950 glof o]59 AH3Y
€ OE Aojdoz BAEY,
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Edward et al & 153748 ZAME 3 180 8§ Sal-
monella spp. % 7Autol Aol ZF A £eld RolZx 3
.21, Morank & 85059| Salmonella spp.& v| =4 &
BdA 2 2F 6227(73.0%)% 7HEoA &
#atAy. o|942& AHEL BE7} Salmonella spp.9)
BAEERAM 7IFY FRAE AAehE ARE HFH
Aok w29 A4 AFNAM F 48% 9 Salmonella 3
¥g Balsgom, Price et al ' 100437 2.8 % o)A
F 7,02970 FEF 4914)(6.9%)N A Salmonella spp.& +-
7] 8t 9 t}. Faddouls} Fellows'*& 1] 2o A 5137ke] ZA}
A & 4454708 BEF 2454 (5.5%)0 A Salmonella
spp.E e ¥ 3439 ¥FYL FIAG
a8y 2 AP dA 1289 Salmonella 3
He FAsEY 2H ofdFo] dE AHoAT F
32 g B2 §¥Y S Hudd A$Ho2 Y
< B Eazt g}

Salmonella @72 AZHE AP deht T34
ol FEa 2 B2 Y=o} g=rhdl 223
t}. o] PA7A % Salmonella spp.o} B} a3 &
gubdd g dFego] A$Hog YEHN Y&
Hoz® $3 FFAY £ ATV mEA o 43
NHE 72 $74FE 2R Salmonella spp.& £
Aoz $87] Y5t FAA7A Hstste TIBN §
A E A AFAET 47 HHadoz g #
23} Proteus spp.? Pseudomonas spp.E 9| t3]A 5o
Aoz AAEAE I5¥ & YAtk 22 7H=FAA
229 2% Salmonella 8A G 3te] FAA WY
A ZAbo) A & TTBN wiA| o 3718k novobiocind] of3j
e N8g 2 £ Salmonells F ZF7 WAEE
Yehgol dA7RRE F7he FAA ) A F4 0|
AAE FFE 2le AR ARHAT 281 U
W2 & AHgste 2 ABAST 2 ALY BR F 7
Elo] REd td A HAME Salmonella spp.s] AEHF
T a%E QAT F AU

Waltman ef gl ™2 1] 3] 347 F9 AYtte 158
et & 74N APAE L2 A 2
69%<] AYPAo] 7F&e] A7)0 A Salmonella
spp.8] 2EE 9% FHuA 2 A TTB wjx| & AHg3t
Adgen, U] 54%% sclenite v} X & A3t UK
oy, uide] $AEEY R 4oE TIB WA & 79%9]
Ao AEsta AT, B3 38%9ko] selenite vl

A& AHEE Aog ZAHUD o/ EY AN A
Alg ubel gol, o] A A HEE TIBN B2 & o} &
3 Salmonella spp.2] £871H& 273 WYes b
FEHAS

7129 #od g ZAHAAN F FHA B
A3 AF YL EA M £ W= paratyphoid Sal-
monella spp.Z0] 22 AEH o] Faddould} Fellows
Py JHGME F 10899 F9 FHEEF 844(78.
0%)) A Salmonella spp.7} ¥ =13, AHZ] 7 Lo
E 73(10%)00 A B =itk Ao SAE A, 7+
ol A Salmonella spp.9} F¥2& A= FFRY W
£E¢ HeEste Aol vEAY Aoz ASHUAG 1
21 Dreesen et al *°5} Fanelli et al*% 7}3 A para-
typhoid Salmonella spp.9) F8& HfZ4e BE ¥R
& g TR ANFLZHN o APYHS dT7A
59 R4 AT X3t 4 o2 AARHAT

2y 7123 B4 F 2 g paratyphoid Salmonella
serotypes®] ¥ ¥ ¥4 2AMI A Sl Table 1914 F3E 2
A A E 17.8%(341/1918)9) S HEE UEIHOH, A
3 ZAl A E 60.2%((71/118)F 29 = A Ao FAHA
A Y fERorY HIARTL Ao LHE FES
HZE ¢ glE Aotk 28y ¥ & ZARA 7)o Zo]
QAT o2 s3d 9 AAE A vwsd 7
7} 24%(406/23431 A E L) 65.4%(2,418/3,700 3%
EE) 3 AFEYE 27 32 29k FEIUL,
Dreesen et al '*o] B118 FHHE 2 97.4%(37/38)eE 4
AL sy Fd 29 AHET 52 2EE
A2 BFHAT

YA P Ao ME FREOE salmonellosis] A<,
BA%g Ao 744 F835 ) gtA UREst Kol
%7 Salmonella spp. & A Y & Y& WU o] &
Fgrch o] & Y8 o] Aol HluH AYPE u g
2 Agujx g dgg AHANFLR 3o} Salmonella
spp.o] A&L H&38HE WY Cyesterase spot testE A
Yot o] e Be Ao AaEE A
ERAPRL AT F A& FEE VFEY Fo]4o
=2 w0 2X Salmonella spp.7t A3 EolFHe &
A9 Cyesterasedl] 4-methylumbelliferilcaprilate® 3 34
713 AZAA o] AYA AR FAA Rl 5& o]
Yol 443 g34 AL 4% & Y& 489 2A
3 W} o]r}, Cy-esterase spot testE & 83t Salmonella
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spp.& EHY A TIBN WA & o] 88 Sd 443 A
gufAoA 2 FRADRA BALEEH ok
661 ko] Salmonella spp.} &<lo] 7153t o] HHY
o2 899 FARe Wry Fujgglol v FARH
g4 5ol 7hesty ot FH 02 AEE A
Yoz Hegdw A HFHQU serotypes] A
7A S F Ae AEE Yol

U 7}3 3 B4 B LA Salmonelia spp. & ¥ 3R
| ouh, FU AEE 19939 o)H 2 Fe A
A3} S enteritidis 7} 7+ 3= Yol A
AL BAE & Qo £ T AL Salmonella
2YE ZAHATIMNE 9N 9XE HHE d& £
Atk 28y 2 57195 $gutet AFgel M Y Sa-
monella spp.2 £ 39 v}, S typhi (29.85%), S typhimu-
rium(29.3%), S enteritidis (27.3%)8] A1 B 13ty
FEROLY AR & Aolrt AR HAA T Zo]o]
197959 B uA B | ME 988 S enterifidis 7} 4.1
%2 b4 B%ed, 1 ol S ryphimurium (23.5%)2
2 9AHAGE AX S R

SPUg Sy #EF 2UEHE THE 9
HHe FEFY §€ EHY L G2 F Fof phage typ-
ing, 32 244 5& L% 2o AHI gz
A7t 3 ojol & Ao 2 BaFH. o g #E3y
Table 4% ¥ & &9 FFo dgfrve $2ye d
2o BEg 7S S enteritidis & 431} phage
typing€ U] H 22 HAAHHD v}, FHZ/HEAAM &
33}1 gl SEPT 47} 7H fr 38t phage typeo] 2
AdE g2 FAY F AN e, FAd SEPT 73}
7a variant® E-& Hlx2 E33ln], SEPT 1 ¥ SEPT 6a
T &A% A€ #Ad&ST

e AN Qe A AAE £& 24
oA 743 L Salmonella L. HE FH & YUY
283 Bo dAME HYdgo] A Ao ¥ S
typhimurium & ¥ £3}) S enteritidis = 2|5 o] A3}H
S 2 7}g 9] salmonellosis?] Auto] loiX FERF v
AN FHY 98] FaHE NAHFE ABE £4
5%t} o] A& Henzler et al® 18] 11 Davies$} Wray"
7t #A% AARE YA v, FZFEANA Salmo-
nella A A& FHEo} AN Salmonella spp.8] FF
B oA HAEHAF)E AA) 9% FAYIE A
S AL geadely FAYY gl Salmonella WA

gL Foujsirte A E ¢+ Qo 282 HER
ZdA 227} 7HH B S enteritidis QYT AL Y
Ehfjo] o]5 A Y daMe F714A 47H 24
7t Bagg AR, EALS AL 44
ol f& A4d #ilo] o ¥ Aoz FHHUT

4 £

19933 RE 19953 Ato] Sy Jlgs #d @
AREAM AHE ABEHY ZF Salmonella spp.<]
22 &3 serotypesd] EEGF 181 B A £
o thaiA A AT BA F3E Salmonella spp. ¥
ZAAE 8% Fo] MY L TEHE(929%)
yehgon, ojoj #, AdA 5%, 44 5% 1¢
2 AR #AME FAF AT 22 oM Saimonella
spp2 2 E F Uit AAE B zAME AA
L9187 A 5 534 #7} 283%(45F)2 /M 22 2
I YT o8 2.8, 44, 434 € Al
o &M2 2AE0Y 28 a BYRrd g #Eg
ZAAE A& AT A3A, 28 R FAdA AA
1575(46.0%)7t BZNEEANA L /M3 &L T
22 44 & Jehid o, ojol A A4 §EoA 122
F(358%) 181 2ty ¢ L Ve Y £4E 24
Hdoh vty 71233 FHB R L2 RE Cpesterase
spot test2 YA AAF HFH AHAA F3
43}, & 34139 Salmonella spp.7} EYH AL, FAE
&Y (O-groups)o] W2 ALEA G QoM E D, sero-
group(1315:¢k 12F)0] 714 Wo] £ HUL, §&A
A& C, serogroup, 7 & B groupeo| 7} B3ttt 122
D, groupeo] HHH o2 187F(54.8%)2A 7} AJuj 4
9 ¥AYoglon, b&S B C, 282 E groupd] ¥l
=2 ZAHALT 71 §HEEAA Red 3 341F
o] Salmonella ¥-8 59| 3te] HFH HY §A
A3, S enteritidis 7} 1657(22.3%)= 7+ A A< A
Yol 3, o}l A S pullorum o] 755(21.9%), S muenchen
o] 473(13.9%), S typhimurium ©] 43%:(12.6%)7} 25
Qen a3 S califonia, S chester, S heidelberg, S
meleagridis, S newport, S gallinarum, S senftenberg, S
stanley 3% EYHJD AZANME S pullorum o]
64T (438%)2 7+ ol EAHUZL, FEAAHE S
muenchen °] 385(33%)2, Q2| XE S enteritidis 7} 10F
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(29.4%)Z., F AN+ S typhimurium ©] 27 F(60%)Z 7}%
Bgton, AlgdAM BEE FFE S newport Qt}. 18
I A5 MFFY S enteritidis S+ AtgH A FY ¥
B¥ol ek A< phage typese] EALH 3} SEPT 47}
7} 85k phage typeol 3L, FAlo SEPT 1, SEPT 6a,
SEPT 73} 7a variant® &A138t3 Q&2 &340}
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