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Abstract

In order to investigate the seroprevalence of Sa/monella Pullorum in boilers reared
in Daejeon area, 509 samples were collected from 10 boiler farms randomly selected
from 38. The survey was carried out during 6 months from April to October in 2007.
Out of 509 chickens, 35 (6.9%) were seropositive and average titer was 2*% .

The seroprevalence by district was 5.5% (5/90) in Dong-gu, 4.1% (4/96) in Seo-gu,
7.9% (24/303) in Yuseong-gu, 10.0% (2/20) in Daedeok-gu.
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Table 1. Farms and chickens selected for this study

No of boiler farm

No of chicken

District
Total Selected In selected farms Tested

Dong-gu 1 1 2,000 90
Seo—gu 2 1 30,000 96
Yuseong-gu 33 7 56,500 303
Daedeok-gu 2 1 100 20
Total 38 10 88,600 509
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Table 2. Seroprevalence and mean antibody titer by district

. No of sample Antibody
District — Percentage .
Tested Positive titer (mean)
Dong-gu 90 5 5.5 218
Seo-gu 96 4 4.1 252
Yuseong-gu 303 24 7.9 2*0
Daedeok-gu 20 2 10.0 A
Total 509 35 6.9 2*8
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