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At the present study, it was aimed to explore the states of antimicrobial resistant Salmonella spp. isolates
from 3,850 pigs (2,732 ileocecocolic lymphnodes and 1,118 cecal contents) and 1,764 cattle (965 cecal
lymphnodes and 799 cecal contents) slaughtered in Busan province from December 2000 to November
2001. Among 5,614 samples, 457 of Salmonella spp. were isolated from pig lymphnodes (13.5%), pig cecal
contents (4.4%), cattle lymphnodes (3.5%) and cattle cecal contents (0.5%). Salmonella spp. were showed
different isolation ratio, that was 10.8% in summer, 9.0% in autumn, 8.4% in spring and 5.0% in winter. As
a result of serotyping, B group (65.4%) were identified as the most common in pigs and cattle, in order of
C, (14.0%), D, (5.5%), C, (4.2%), E, (4.2%) and L (3.5%). 34 serotypes were found, among them,
Salmonella Typhimurium (S. Typhimurium) (21.0%) was the most common serotype from pigs and cattle.
The major serotypes were in order of S. Derby (15.3%), S. Schwarzengrund (14.7%), S. Typhimurium var
Copenhagen (9.2%), S. Mbandaka (5.7%), S. Enteritidis (5.5%) and S. Ruiru (3.5%). The most common
serotype was S. Typhimurium in pigs, and S. Ruiru in cattle. S. Ruiru was firstly isolated from pigs and cattle
in Korea. In antimicrobial susceptibility test, all the isolates were demonstrated susceptibility to norfloxacin
and ofloxacin. But the isolates were showed resistance other antibiotics in order of doxycycline (68.3%),
tetracycline (67.8%), penicillin (54.5%) and streptomycin (52.5%). S. Typhimurium were exhibited
resistance to ampicillin (34.8%), chloramphenicol (36.2%), streptomycin (94.9%), sulfamethoxazole/
trimethoprim (34.8%) and tetracycline (97.8%). There were 53 strains (38.4%) which had multidrug
resistant (MDR) isolates, resistant to more than 6 antimicrobial agents. The most common resistance
patterns of MDR isolates were ampicillin, chloramphenicol, carbenicillin, doxycycline, nalidixic acid,
penicillin, streptomycin, sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim and tetracycline (ACCbDNaPSSuT).
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Salmonella%; 72 1F-342) B4 714 A=W
7IBAF L E2A A FES v)Este] AdA |
g BEEa Qi) o) ol AdEE AAl, &k o
2 59 xwg 2412 esm, Solgol

o el F $o) A4TF
=2 0

A h(Edwards 2}
Galton, 1967).

Salmonella:2 Salmonella enterica®}t Salmonella
bongori®| ¥ £0 2 B.23l31 Salmonella entericat= 6
7Rl P%—(subSPCCES)Efé T,
191 Salmonella enterica subspecies enterica’7} WEE
o oFFo R Al Aol BE 2HFE A s
ek A7 918 A serotype-2 antigen-Z o) whet
2,50004F o2 d2A glom, o]& 7he-d| 20001 0]

B3 A w2 BEE UEh Al 9uiBaggesen &, 2000;
Chiu -5, 20085).

Salmonella%; -2 A¥EA o2 &3of djgt 2-g-4]
of wet AZAIET v ASAHALFLE FEEI 9

th 3284 serotypeoll= Salmonella enterica

o} & subspecies

subspecies enterica serotype Typhi (S. Typhi)2} S. Para-
typhi= Alghel], S. Dubulin(4), S. Choleraesuis(S A]),
S. Pullorum®} S. Gallinarum(%H) Z18]31 S. Abortuso-
vis(%¥) 50| 212, S. Typhimurium¥} . Enteritidis =
At A9 BE FEAA AT fE5E sk
v]z-g-Ad el thEA Q! serotypeo]tiBaggesen %, 2000;
Rabsch &, 2002).
S. enterica= 4 @ Bt ARFOA AlFEL
HA = 01*‘301 Uﬂ FE FEAd +2
pas Oﬂ

A
Ijf(Baggcsen = 2000) APE_E_:}E]_7 Rqzo Al
AL 5.5} AZuy)] 2o 2 A a]dof A WGl Al
E9] oF 30%E ARA|F, FUoHE A1RE 9]
o 3 7H £ 2EE UERL Ith(Taitt 5, 2004;
7, 2000).

S. Typhimurium- & Al Ao 2] £E3}3L Q)= o
Foz, ARk uFstel 4 % % 7l 7k AAR
% 27 5 Tl ol 2Elol B, AT, f4t
9 o 55 dovn, ARgolA AEE vl 3 4
#5 Aol got FERATALT e $AHT
Sl tHDuijkeren 5, 2002; Rabsch <, 2002).

S. Enteritidist= 1980dd] 54F 0] ARgol4] A%
5 290} 747 sl o) #2485 5
2 Jaele Qo) o A
Solit AEE Botel BUAY A5 5 YAE 20
3l 9itH(Nygard 5, 2004; O’Hare 5, 2004; Tansel 5,
2003). &3] NSC(National Salmonella Center)= ¢} o
& 19974 o]TREH ArdtgSolA 7P Bol
B 5= serotype (50%).0.2 H 1331 lth(Betancor

l L.(Bea_nJJr Griffin,
1990), Ao A= S. CholeraesmsQlL S. Typhisuise]] 2]
3 24 - dANEZ3) S Typhimurium Sof 2]t
& - AN ES fsted AAAQ] Hajr & AL
2 oelAd 9lek(Beand} Griffin, 1990; Smith 5, 1994).
FA= 2 At 71@24 A&l F-831A A

9 Bl ohat ZlEol A HEEHUS Ao AR
o Arlgoun A & - 8ol 46} ok Al ot

A
Ao g Zrtste] Aldd HE A& 9 q
ol We EAYEE o %E}(Satoﬂ- Kodama,
1974; 2 5, 1989). A7 HHA| °7‘4X}°1
Holo] gt HL= QA|Th 2 R plasmido]] 7]¢1%

oo A3 A ¢ick(Datta, 1977). R plasmid= ??JF—EFZ{M]
st PAS HEA7 = Bt FA2A AU

Al-Eet ofy et W2 7Y a3 UtelA w2
Heg ReEEa glen, ol Aliod FFdE F5t
o 5F & olF Al "MEEe AT 571
of] Q3 &g sl Duijkeren 5, 2003).

S. Typhimuriumo]] ™3k hAIYAA-L 1960E T o]%
of Ei1x9l3, o] serotype?] WA-S-E-2 specific
phage type3} o] Qe Aoz de|A Urk(Hel-
muth 5, 1985). 1984 oLoA=
amphenicol, streptomycin, sulfonamides ¥ tetracycline
off et WdE el chAlW/d3E ACSSuT strain
o] phage type 1042 &01%]%]31, 71 o] WHO (1994)
oA} S. Typhimurium definitive type 104 (S. Typhimu-
rium DTI0HE FEtgen, A AAX s A}
2o A BE) H1E I QlthMurray 5, 1999).

Az 93, 02 AU SANA 349 BAED
A= otAYA S, Typhimurium} S. Enteritidis+= 4,
B 2 sl Auol BEA BEF ] HE 4
THEol A%, AREE A %S4 7BA o] ohat

ampicillin, chlor-
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Aadoel =i ik whebA] o A thAlUA S
Typhimurium} S. Enteritidisol] T3t GezAls v|2
sto] olF HHF dritiae] oigk At s
FHEL ot o= ofoff ish Aqtr WX
ok},

2 Atol s may A9k iAo A gEa g
AR BE Salmonellaty 72 H2]35}o] serotype ] E3
9 A% FaAlol e BT ZARC

R

Aol ARggt

+ B2 5= 20009 1294 g
20019 11E7HA) AR S maado] &olg A9 9
AHEE(7997D), WAHZH 96573 HA| WAu&
E(1,1187) ¥ I AHHZH(2,7327) A A F 5,614
Aol AmE AFste] Ao At 7 AlRE

o RgHow 7‘«}1%‘4% 427 ool WAAE R A
SAE guksie] 2 Hejo] Aesioln.

Salmonella s 79| B4

Ml 2l= Edwards®t Ewing (1986)2] ®HH2 =}
gto} Belstlrt el iAo PR EEL oF 204
Hegslo] 18ml2] buffered peptone water (10 X BPW,
Merck, Germany)©j 718t & 37°CojlA] 1047} ofjH]
Z9olFal, HEAEL 508 45mlo BPWE Y&
stomachor bag®]] {3l stomachor (UL, Spain)& oF 1
B ARt & duigdetach SvE dANEE
T P2 -L 108l 5259 selenite systine broth (Merck,
Germany)®} rappaport vassiliadis broth (Merck, Ger-
many)of| 27} S38to] 37°Cef 42°Cofl Al 18~24 A1 71
Zari) ¥t ©h-2- Salmonella-Shigella agar (SS, Merck,
Germany) % xylose lysine desoxycholate agar (XL.D,
Merck, Germany)ol] =@ate] 37°Col 4] 2441 7F wfjok5}
Atk oA El= A2 o) Salmonellass {14
3ol d}ar Al Aguirre 5(1990)9) v ol ubel F Ak
MUCAP test reagent (Biolife, ltaly) 1~2 222 A3}3}
31 ¢Fd oA 366nm longwave UV lamp (UVP, USA)E
Abto] 33 olujo] et F24 e Weh et

& Salmonellads 0 8 24 sk}

R

Yoo N Yy AM

Edwards % Ewing (1986)2] W& 38 3lo
MUCAP test 94, 1@ 94}, TSI AF vl 2] o 4]
K/A, urease &4 2! rambach agarol|A] pink color %=+
£ Salmonellady F2o 2 573}, Easy 24E plus
(Komed, Korea) 4 ZIEE o]&3ld IMVIC A,
glucose, mannitol, adonitol, rhamnose & dulcitol2] &

3%, malonate ©]-&4], gelatin 9435, KCN W 254
At Tol AEahd QdHARE AAskalT

Serotyping

FEdwards ¥ Ewing (1986)} Difco Lab (1977)2] ¥
o)) ukz} Difco (USA)2} Denka Seiken (Japan)ofjA] A%
o FEHL AR 083 o] AAa e,

O antigen: Aslsta AJAFEHALOA Salmonellas;
#4072 3H HFE tryptic soy agar (Merck, Ger-
many)o Al sfFsto] FH-gF N H 2= O antise-
rum polyoll that 53 H%, O antiserum groupof] Tt
-2 g5 dl antiserum single factore] tj$t % G5
2 O antigen 243}t

H antigen: H antigen2 A| 3483 dkgH o2 o2
3} 7+o] phase 137} phase 12 o] A Atk

Phase I: Difco Lab (1977)9] Spicer-Edwards rapid
H antigen 4ol wtel motility GI medium (Difco,

USA)of| Al wioFalict. wix] 2] 60~70mm g =712
Z A&} -2 thA] veal infusion broth (Difco, USA) Sml
o Z\:}—’é—o}L 3T°CollA] 2447t vt o 7)ol &
ol 0.6% formaling F7}sted 23} Al H<
antigen & & AMEEFECE T2 Spicer-Edwards 3&'@%
0.1m1R}-E- saline 25miof 3)4 3} ZFz; 0.5mlA& A

o] BEsta T2 antlgena &3lslo] 50°C &

La=zollA 1AIZF ¥F2-A7] & Salmonella H antisera
Spicer-Edwards 30f wte} &3 5-%-& HA3}FIh

Phase lI: Bridge method S ©|-&5}o] N uz| Ao
] phase I antigen& &&MA17] F A A8+ T} Phase |
antigen S2HA|E-2 mj A2 Folulz] HoPHES 10X
40mm Z7|2 Aol BFE 6mm 27|19 filer
paper discE HEtaLAl Shi= Wi okt Hat
% 15%40mm 1719] filter paperE S-53}114 =
phase I antiserumof] 2 A1 & douz] Ate] Zhzt WH £
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B3} AR 9 ol wiehgo] vjg Fob &
disce} HF A= wrEelA] 51 E43t0a) st FY

10ulE filter paper?} EMuz] Hy AA R HE3)
e HE7F SAEE jaro] Yol 3TCHA 184171
Itk AE T E disc Fof vt EE Seldt
3. discE veal infusion broth (Difco, USA) Smiof @it
38°Col NFF2ol A 4~5AIZF vt oh-S S
2] 0.6% formaling 7}5}o] antigen© 82 Apg-8}9ich
sholsl oz} st z4zhe] 5149 8 A 0.5mie} phase
10] &% antigen 0.5ml- & E§F5}0] 50°C g)-2-42220]
A 1AIRE 59k REAIZ] The SAGRRA] phase [T
A7 5% 3, Edwards 9 Ewing[18]9] wh¥e] ujep
serotype2 S A5

g0 B+ 4 ME

Gt Al #eA AL Bauer 5(1966)3} Bryant
(1972)2] HIH-2 k12 1o] sensi disc (BBL, USA)E
o] 83} disc BAb o2 AA3}g T} Disc= amikacin
(An, 30ug) S 20%& ARSI I(Table 1), F25
Miiller Hinton broth (Difco, USA)of} HZ3}o] 37°C, 16
AZF 293t oS ZEE S MacFarland No. 0.5 &
2 grZ:o) ARRSIITh Al $3= National Com-
mittee for Clinical Laboratory Standards (NCCLS,
1988) 9] 7)ol whet #gskgich

2 Table 20) A9} ZHo) & 56147 2 8.1%(4577) o)
Ezit% 54 t’ﬁl%-% x| A 10.9%(419/3,8507),
= 2.2%(38/176471) o3tk A 29 F7EH E2&
& z:ﬂxu ﬂnﬂﬁx%gg@ 13.5%(370/2,7327), W&}
UL 44%(49/1,1187)01 0, & BAPLH 35%
(34/9657), WA L5 0.5%(4/7997) o] gict
AFY BIEL2 Table 37} Zo] Hx]9f F$- A5
15.7%(99/631), 7+2 11.5%(89/772), £ 10.0%(163/
1,626) 9 A& 8.3%(68/821) <=0] itk LofA= A&
4.4%(21/483), B 2.3%(10/429), 7+ 1.5%(4/265) L

AL 0.5%(3/587) &=0] At}

Table 1. Antimicrobial agent used for disc diffusion test

Antimicrobial ~ Concentration Antimicrobial Concentration
agent {(ng) agent (ng)
Amikacin (An) 30 Gentamicin (G) 10
Amoxicillin (Ac) 30 Kanamycin (K) 30
Ampicillin (A) 10 Nalidixic acid (Na} 30
Carbenicillin (Cb) 100 Neomycin{N) 30
Cefazolin (Cz) 30 Norfloxacin (No) 10
Cephalothin (Cf) 30 Ofloxacin (Of) 5
Chloramphenicol (C) 30 Penicillin (P) 10U
Ciprofloxacin (Ci) 5 Streptomycin (S) 10
Colistin (Co) 10 Sulfame./Trime. (Su) 23.75/1.25
Doxycycline (D) 30 Tetracycline (T) 30

Sulfame./Trime.; Sulfamethoxazole/Trimethoprim

Table 2. Isclation rates of Salmonella isolates from pigs and

cattle
. No. of samples No. of samples
Animal Sample tested isolated (%)
4 at N Lymphnode 2732 370 (13.5)
€ (Cecal content 1,118 49 (4.4)
Salmonelia spp. 0] = Lymphnode 965 34 (3.5)
pp-9l 2l 8 Cattle Cecal content 799 4(0.5)
Table 3. Seasonal frequency of Salmonella isolates
Animal Sample No. of Salmonella isolated Total
Spring Summer Fall Winter (%)
Lymphnode 152/1,293 91/526 701472 57/441 370/2,732
Pip (n=2,732) (11.8) 17.3) (14.8) (12.9) (13.5)
Cecal content 11/333 8/105 19/300 11/380 49/1,118
o (n=1,118) (3.2 (7.6) (6.3) (2.9) “4)
Lymphnode 9/281 21/483 3/139 1/62 34/965
(n=965) 3.2) (4.4) 2.2) (1.6) (3.5)
Cattle '
Cecal content 17148 NT 1/126 2/525 4/799
(n=799) 0.7 (0.8) (0.4) 0.5)
. 173/2,055 120/1,114 93/1,037 71/1,408 457/5,614
Total 5,614 ’ L ’ ;
© (8.4) (10.8) (9.0) (5.0) 8.1)

NT; Not tested
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Table 4. Serogroups of 457 Salmonella isolates

. No. of isolates with S. enterica serogroup Total
Animal
B ¢, C, D, B E, E, Es E, G, G, L (%)
Pi 282 62 17 25 1 i3 1 2 1 1 8 6 419
£ 613) (148 (6.0) L7
17 2 2 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 1 10 38
ttl
Cattle (44.7) (15.8) (263) (83
Total 299 64 19 25 1 19 1 2 1 1 9 16 457
654)  (140) (42) (5.5 4.2 (35  (100)
Serotyping Table 5. Serotypes of 457 Salmonella isolates

Serogroup: 2 F Salmonellad; F 45750} i3k
serocroupw Table 40f| A2k Zro} 128871 Bl E) i)
S x) 2] - B groupo| 2825(67.3%) & 71 go| £
E AL, T2 C, 625(14.8%), D, 2536.0%), G, 17
=, By 135, G2 8%, L 655, E; 25, E, E,, B, ¥ G,
groupo] Z+zk 18 W% 1280]9)ov, D, E, E,, E,,
E4 E‘—l G1 group% EH;’\] Oﬂﬁlﬂ' %?451 ME]T-

420)| A= B groupo] 175(44.7%) = 7}AF o} g
3, L group 105526.3%), E, 65(15.8%), C,3} C,
ZH7E 23 9 G, 15724 2% 629] serogroupo] H)

= oie.

Serotype: B¥ Salmonellat & 45730 st
serotype-> Table SO A&} Zho] HLi= 34F 08 He
UL, type'd = B} C, groupo] 22} 8%, E, 7%,
G, 3%, C, 2%, D, E, By, By, By, G, U L ogroup 2+ 18
ojich At 4195 A= 3250 HeEo
™, B group?l S. Typhimurium©| 912Q21.7%)& 7}
2 BEZE e 1AL, tFL S, Schwarzengrund 675
(16.0%), S. Derby 665(15.8%) & S. Typhimurium var
Copenhagen 415:(9.8%) 5-°|2ith

%

SgElt 383 13508 BelE9lal, L groupq) S
BZE HGom,

Ruiru”} 105:(264%) 24 7} =
S. Typhimurium} S. Londono] Z}ZF 53(13.2%) 4 §.
Derby 452(10.5%) 0] 91t

= 1] o At S. Schwarzengrund, S.
Bredeney, S. Ardwick, S. Braenderup, S. Tennessee, S.
Lomita, S. Eimsbuettel, S. Montevideo, S. Litchfield, 5.
Enteritidis, S. Anatum, §. Assinie, S. Langensalza, S.
Orion, S. Westhampton, S. Kinshasa, S. Thomasville, S.
Senftenberg, S. Raus, S. Cubana ¥ S. Havana2] 21 30|
S. Jos2} S. Ohlstedt

E2] % serotype>

QlaL, Aol Aulk Bel¥ serotype
230tk

No. of isolates with

Serogroup . Enterica serotypel ~ 10tal

Serotypes %)

Pig Cattle
91(21.7) 5(13.2) 9621.0)
66 (15.8) 4(105) 70(15.3)
67 (16.0) 0 67 (14.7)
S. Typhimurium var

Copenhagen 41(9.8) 42(9.2)

S. Agona B 8

S. Bradenburg

S. Bredeney 3

S. Jos a
2
i

S. Typhimurium
S. Derby
S. Schwarzengrund

—
—

Untypable

S. Mbandaka 25¢

S. Ardwick 12

S. Rissen 9

S. Braenderup C 9

S. Tennessee 3
2
i

[
(o

SN, NWO S DGR — W
=

S. Lomita

S. Eimsbuettel
S. Montevideo 1

S. Litehfield c 13

S. Newport 2 4

S. Enteritidis D, 25(12.1)
Untypable E 1

S. London

S. Anatum

S. Assinie

S. Langensalza E,
S. Ohlstedt

S. Orion

S. Westhampton

S. Kinshasa E,
S. Thomasville E;
S. Senftenberg E,
S. Raus G
5. Kedougou

S. Cubana G,
S. Havana

S. Ruiru L

Total 12

25 (5.5)
1
132.8)
1

OO O OO OO OO OO0 OO0 OO O W W e
[, S S O R e e

—— O\ e = D) = e e (O e e = 00

1
10 (26.4) 16 (3.5)

419 (91.7) 38(3.3) 457 (100)

=)}

29} Hzjo A E2]H F£8 serotype-2 S. Typhimu-
riumo] 965:21.0%)8 714 &2 Bele8 Jehygl
22, S. Derby 707(15.3%), S. Schwarzengrund 675
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(14.7%), S. Typhimurium var Copenhagen 425+9.2%), 2o 3F0 I HASA
S. Mbandaka 265(5.7%) % S. Enteritidis 255%(5.5%)
2 6% 32657030k 2019 Salmonellass 3 45750] it ZFrAAS

Table 6. Antimicrobial susceptibility of 457 Salmonella isolates

No. (%) of isolates with indicated antimicrobial susceptibility

Amg;rt(’b’al Pig (n=419) Cattle (n=38) Total (n=457)
R I S R I s R I S
Amikacin 7 42 370 1 0 37 8 42 407
Amoxicillin 0 2 417 1 1 36 1 3 453
Ampicillin 64 (15.3) 0 335 7(18.4) 0 31 71 (15.5) 0 386
Carbenicillin 76 (18.1) 275 63 13 (34.2) 20 5 89 (19.5) 295 3
Cefazolin 1 21 397 0 7 31 1 28 428
Cephalothin 2 50 367 1 6 31 3 56 398
Chloramphenicol 66 (15.8) 0 353 4(10.5) 3 31 70 (15.3) 3 384
Ciprofloxacin 1 7 411 0 1 37 1 3 448
Colistin 0 7 412 0 0 38 0 7 450
Doxycycline 290 (69.2) 9 120 22(57.9) i 15 312 (68.3) 10 135
Gentamicin 3 0 416 0 0 38 3 0 454
Kanamycin 15 162 242 0 4 34 15 166 276
Nalidixic acid 55 (13.1) 15 349 7(18.4) 4 27 62 (13.6) 19 376
Neomycin 13 221 185 0 22 16 13 243 201
Norfloxacin 0 0 419 0 0 38 0 0 457
Ofloxacin 0 0 419 0 0 38 0 0 457
Penicillin 230 (54.9) 142 47 19 (50.0) 17 2 249 (54.5) 159 49
Streptomycin 219 (52.3) 125 75 21(55.3) 7 10 240 (52.5) 132 85
Sulfame./Trime. 48 (11.5) 7 364 5(13.2) 1 32 53 (11.6) 8 396
Tetracycline 288 (68.7) 5 126 22(579) 1 15 310 (67.8) 6 141

R: resistance, I: intermediate, S: susceptibility, Sulfame/Trime: Sulfamethoxazole/Trimethoprim

Table 7. Antimicrobial resistance of Salmonella serotypes the most common encountered

No. (%) of resistant Salmonella isolates

Antimicrobial
agent ST SD SS STC SM SE
{(n=96) (n=70) (n=67) (n=42) (n=26) (n=25)

Tetracyclines

Doxycycline 93 (96.9) 56 (80) 66 (98.5) 42 (100) 2.7 8(32.0)

Tetracycline 93 (96.9) 56 (80) 67 (100) 42 (100) 2.7 8(32.00
Aminoglycosides

Amikacin 1 1 2 2 0 0

Gentamicin 0 0 0 0 2(1.D 0

Kanamycin 0 1 9 0 0 1

Neomycin 0 1 6 1 0 1

Streptomycin 89 (92.7) 23 (32.9) 63 (94) 42 (100) 0 2(8.0)
B-lactams

Amoxicillin 0 0 0 1 0 0

Ampicillin 45 (46.9) 1 12 (17.9) 3(7.1) 1 0

Carbenicillin 47 (49.0) 4(57) 13 (19.4) 7(16.7) 2017 0

Penicillin 64 (66.7) 44 (62.9) 34 (50.8) 20 (47.6) 15(57.7) 15 (60)

Cefazolin 0 0 1 0 0 0

Cephalothin 1 0 1 1 0 0
Quinolones

Nalidixic acid 50 (52.1) 0 1 6(14.3) 0 3(12.00

Ciprofioxacin 0 1 0 0 0 0

Norfloxacin 0 0 0 0 0 0

Ofloxacin 0 0 0 0 0 0
Chloramphenicol 44 (45.9) 0 15 (22.4) 6(14.3) 0 0
Sulfamethoxazole/
Trimethoprim 44 (45.8) 1 i 4(9.5) 0 0

ST: S, Typhimurium, SD: §. Derby, SS: S. Schwarzengrund, STC: S. Typhimurium var Copenhagen, SM: S. Mbandaka, SE: S. Enteritidis
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A= Table 63 ZFolquinolone A E 2] norfloxacind}t
ofloxacin®|| thsto] 100%2] w57} F/d& HEh
9131, ciprofloxacinof] tjstol= AGdloFe HA I
F S 2o iR oA 1527F WS e
Ak HHAFHFFS FFA W& doxycycline
(69.2%), tetracycline (68.7%), penicillin (54.9%), strep-
tomycin (52.3%), carbenicillin (18.1%), chlorampheni-
col (15.8%), ampicillin (15.3%) ¥ nalidixic acid (13.1%)
Folalrh

AgdF2 A WAAEL tetracycline?} doxy-
cyclineo] T3 A 57.9%, th-&-0| streptomycin (55.3%),
penicillin (50.0%), carbenicillin (34.2%), ampicillin¥}
nalidixic acid (18.4%) W chloramphenicol (10.5%) 5-©]
otk

Salmonella%s ¥ 4575 & v
6£9] serotype©] <&3l= 32630
S Table 73 Zth Serotype® A& S. Typhimu-

o
rok
2
=
=
ox

Table 8. Multidrug resistance patterns of major Salmonella serotypes

rium® 7% tetracycline¥} doxycyclineol 96.9%,
aminoglycoside A H ¢! streptomycin®]| 92.7%, B-lact-
am A& ¢l penicillin (66.7%), carbenicillin (49.0%) X
ampicillin (46.9%) 09111, nalidixic acid (52.1%), chlo-
ramphenicol (45.9%) ¥ sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim
(45.8%) <1t

S. Derby:= tetracycline3} doxycyclineo| ZFz} 80%
] WA Ve 9T, penicillin (62.9%), streptomycin
(32.9%) =olom, T kAol thstols tiFte
T} 25 S e ek

S. Schwarzengrund 2| WAJ8-2 tetracycline (100%),
doxycycline (98.5%), streptomycin (94%), penicillin
(50.8%), chloramphenicol (22.4%), carbenicillin (19.4%)
2 ampicillin (17.9%) <=°1%12.1, nalidixic acid2}
sulfamethoxazole/ trimethoprimo Z} 157} WA&
B i

S. Typhimurium var Copenhagen 2] W/d-&-2- tetracy-

S. Typhimurium (n=56)

S. Typhimurium var Copenhagen (n=42)

S. Schwarzengrund (n=67)

Resistance No. (%) of resistant Resistance No. (%) of resistant Resistance No. (%) of resistant
pattern isolates pattern isolates pattern isolates
DT 4 DST 18 (42.9) ST 1
DST 20 (20.8) AnDST 1 DST 26 (38.8)
CbDST 1 CDST 3 ADST 1
DNaST 2 DPST 11 (26.2) AnDST 1
DPST 11 (11.5) CbDPST 2 CDST 3
CDPST 1 DNPST 1 CbDPT 1
CbDPST 1 DNaPST 1 DPST 19 (28.4)
DNaPST 4 CbDNaPST 1 AnDPST 1
DNaSSuT 1 ACCbDNaPSSuT 3(7.1) CDPST 1
ACbDPST 4 AnAcCbCfDNaPSSuT 1 CbDPST 2
CDNaSSuT 1 ACCbDPT 1
DNaPSSuT 1 ACDSSuT 1
ACCbDPST 1 ACCbDKNPT 1
CDNaPSSuT 1 ACCbDKPST 3
ACCbDNaPSSuT 38 (39.6) ACCbDKNPST 4
AAnCCbDNaPSSuT 1 ACCbHC{fCzDKNNaPST 1
ACCbC{DNaPSSuT 1

S. Derby (n=70)

S. Mbandaka (n=26)

S. Enteritidis (n=25)

Resistance No. (%) of resistant Resistance No. (%) of resistant Resistance No. (%) of resistant
pattern isolates pattern isolates pattern isolates
DT 9(12.9) G 2 Na 1
DPT 22 (31.4) AD 1 NaP 1
DST 5 CbP 1 DPT 7(28)
AnCbDT 1 PT 1 KNPS 1
DPST 14 (20) CbDPT 1 DNaST 1
CbDPST 2

CiDPST 1

DKNPT 1

ACbDPSSuT 1

A: ampicillin, An: amikacin, C: chloramphenicol, Cb: carbenicillin, Cf: cephalothin, Ci: ciprofloxacin, Cz: cefazolin, D: doxycycline, G: gentamicin, K:
kanamycin, N: neomycin, Na: nalidixic acid, P: penicillin, Su: sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim, S: streptomycin, T: tetracycline
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cline, doxycycline Y streptomycin®l] 100%, penicillin
(47.6%), carbenicillin (16.7%), chloramphenicol (14.3%),
nalidixic acid (14.3%), sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim
(9.5%) L ampicillin (7.1%) <otk

S. Mbandaka®} S. Enteritidisol| 4] WA +£2] Eajvlz
4+ penicillinef] Z}2} 57.7%9F 60% o]}, S. Enteri-
tidis©] 79 tetracycline®} doxycyclineo] Z} 32.0% ©]

o, b2 Ao diate= giRE AL vel
Heick

&b Sx|of A Bl A Eeldlert £ serotypeol
&3z 326500 gt ‘3}7*1]141"3 %2 Table 83} Zo]
S. Typhimurium-2 2]+ 96.9%(93/965%) 7} 24| o}
& oAl WS vER T WSS 24 Al
A 10N 7] 17872 theFst Fej 2 vehd o,
6A W4 o)AFo] 485(50%)°]191aL, 1 % ACCbDNa-
PSSuT WiA-880o] 3853(39.6%) 8 714 &2 BIg
yEhfigiod, 35 &% S. Typhimurium 80%(4/5
Z)7} ACCbDNaPSSuT WAl & o] 9]t}

S. Typhimurium var Copenhagen E2]% 423
S(100%)7} 37 ol4F¢] epAle] AL Uehhgla
ADSTIWA o] 42.9%, 44(DPST)WAIE o] 26.2%,
64/ ol4to] 5511.9%) At

S. Schwarzengrund+ 675 257} 2741 o] Ako] ok
o W& Uetdio] 16572 WAaddS vehyiqdch
o]& 2 DST 344 8(38.8%) DPST 4AIH 8B
(28.4%)0] BlIA =2 EZE e, 64 o4t
o] YAFE 115(16.4%) 9Tt

S. Derby+ 705 % DPT 34| A& (31.4%)7} DPST
AW H20%)0] 2 BZE VeERglen, 64 o]
Ao WY #5159

S. Mbandaka®} S. Enteritidis:= ©A] Ei= 24| ojAr

| Z¥2} 23.1%9F 44% ©] 3L, 64 ©142] A A
Fo 2= A gt

R

Salmonellas; F-& AGA ) & HxEo] glow
A olel Sgel Esiel 3est 4YF 5ol A48
!} ohjet @7} 2dE AFL Fatol 4
=1 %‘ 7|ER FERANAOE e FarlE
TEA g o] YglAlolciDuijkeran -, 2002).
5§93 112, AU SN F55) B

AbE]T1 Q= oAU S, Typhimurium®} S. Enteritidis
£ 4559 gaigo] B3 o} A ARNE of
of diet sty ATt e ololAn Ut
(Nygard 5, 2004; Rabsch 5, 2002).

2 HEdA= =58 &0 HA AmAA Sal-
monellass 9] Be-&, serotype BE 9 oFAujAl-G-
FE RASHA T Salmonellady 9 £8|&2 ¥
5614749 Al F HAQ0.9%)A RN A 2(2.2%))

ulstol 7 Lhepgh. ol Selutete] 4 ARG Wl
7 2wl whsto] HAE o W ALggeoln
2 0] o8 A9 A 7o) Mo} B 7HIgo]
Arjon Be Au Bl Aon SAdr. it
YA ZAONE Aol vste] PmAolx] e
ol R & ZL Salmonellas; & A2 7148
At ezA 71478 559 "adol AgEo] BEa4
B2 Q281 9= Heg E 4 9 ri(Schwartz,

1999).

ALE 2E{&oA B0l 2AH AlRAA el &
o] HASAl ¥t ol= Vet 9F9 7% 24
o] & TigrRlol ATl EA27I0] felE Bk of
U T BEo0] AE ]i\. 202 Salmonellas: I 7+
E Agdol g Aol 71919 Ao 254
o},

oZi

204 ZAME Salmonellas; 2] B2 &S 2
I 2(1986), & F(1988)2 Ao WA 72t
129} 1.1%, 733} 2(1999)2 340 Huigl &8ss
FE 9.1%, 7(2000)-> 22| oA 2.0%, HZHI
A 6.3%F Bty o 2AHE ARGt FolA %
Zjutel aof et SalmonellaZ; + 9] B4 EE Tt
dl7]o)l= thar v &R AR B 4 vk 2 AtolA]
ZAVE Salmonellads d-2) £38-2 7 £(1999), 7
(2000)0] 2] K1t A& ol v|3le] WA vebg o
A3k 2](1986), 2| 5(1988)0] BH1gt A& = H| =g
40| Atk Edrington 5(2004)-8 1]=19] A4 E3of
A 25.2%, Davies S(2004)2 Ao ©2H &0
ZU-&-EolA 0.2%, Esaki 5(2004)3_ o) o] Azt
9] FHA 44%9] Eel&S Bausiqrt o 4
Aap v w3 & uf & Ao A %% Ade v)=at o
Eofixl BHigh A= @orou; oA Bagh
A& FAFsEIT

oA ZAFE Salmonellad; 9] HalgS Bl
7(1999)e =2 E0] Apztare THA 23.1%, 7
(2000)2 HHA Q) B FZHAN ZZ 9.5%}
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25.1%2 Be) Hushenh T 2 5(1986)0]) o3} o= 2 2(1986)0] 143, 7)(1999)0] 65 L 7)(2000)
H$H2 29 9 3 A=A Helge 2.9%0°]% o] 180 g]goqq__ AT} N T G 2 apo] =
Aee eI e = e?ﬂoﬂlﬂ LA A BLmo} Halat

2E

R qieh & Aol A= & F(1986)0] Hargt ’\é
= tha 29Eo ), (19993 71(2000) 2] A4
gto] 97 Uebgow, o5 kg w2 v‘i'—ﬂl%%
et itk 2 5(1986)) B9k fARHALE 2=
o] B2 H-S H Swanenburg S(2001)2 Yl
9] HA] AHYEE(25.6%), A ELH(9.3%),
F=ollAl Davies 5(2004)2 =% =hxo) W&
£(23.0%), Bosworth@} Stabel (1998)-2 ¥%] &7+t
S A(6.2%), u]Zo] A Davis 5(1997)-& w%] Z7Fata
2 A(12%), Bahnsoni} Fedorka-Cray (1996)= ¥4 1)
AUW-8E(17.4%) 7 A2 H(13.9%) 4 B 2
shoich & A 2uojxe] 2o ge v,
Q= vl A BTE AHET Wetou et =
BolAe] welge vEese) gRolde] HHur)
Cha A LheRg T, mStel Mo AR ARSI
olgl T Rl Helxel Ane B8, Heluy
W B Fof weba] Holrt olg Ao Azt
o}

20k sjR|ofj A BejE 45759 Salmonellady ol
5t serogroup2 ZAFSH HE 12 serogroups ©. 2 E37 1]
3L, B groupo] A-f-efiatol A 44.7%, 2|52l A
67.3% 2], 55 serogroupZE 7]—11' =2 Byxs Y
BN ¢l o0, serotypesS F5F 34FE0 .
Aol e 13%9] serotypeo] EHI% L, o1F
L group?! S. Ruiru7} 26.4% 24 714 =2 o
el ¥l e, S. Typhimurium (S. Typhimurium var Cope-
nhagen 3Z3Ho] 15.8%, S. London©o]| 13.2% = H| &
= vebth AF7HA] SWe| Al EilE Salmonella
<4 9] serotype> P 2(1986), 2| 5(1988)0] A4
HHo]A §. Typhimurium, S. Derby, S. Enteritidis, S.
Infantis, §. Bareilly, S. Dublin, S. Anatum, S. Monte-
video 5 8% 9 serotypee, Z4(2000)©] S. Typhimu-
rium, S Derby ¥ S. Agona 5 1359 sero-typeZ H
23 Ao] Ae] Aioltk. o] HES B AgoA

il

al

o A5 7Sl v ny w2 FEE U
A S
H]

lil

ik

¢

e A at ohagte] ol i, 2 AR olA
&F20.40] § Dubulino] Ha|EX] ¢ko Ao Az
g =EAE o B Amstely] gl Zes

z 3},
A o M= 325 9] serotypeo] EIE L, o] F 8.
Typhimuriumo] A2} 31.5%%2 714 =4 Vet

o

Fe7 e A #HEH A0R 5% ¢ QU

2 AdoA 2= Serotypev FUoA= &9
H} ¢ S Ruiru (L serogroup) 7} 40| A 105%(26.4%),
o)A 651.4%)7F HH A2 v S0 U= 2
g2 oy A 2% o] serotypeo] et A AGE
st dart g ACR AmE

Ql=tol Al B 7hEf-2 =4 serotype HH 1
o] A= & of| A B(72.7%)%} C(11.1%) group©] =
232 & 1}leh 7(Bahnson} Fedorka- Cray, 1996),
o Hoj| A= 7] 9} Ao A S. Typhimuriumo] 7174tk
HalE]d, S. Choleraesuis & S. Dublin2 At jF]
Ao} 0] FHEE AT 217k RejE e 1
TE|o] QJtkEsaki %, 2004). Duijkeren 5(2002)¢f ]
shel, Yigder=o] 2ol A] S. Dublin (53%)3F . Typhi-
murium(39%)o], =] ol A& S. Typhimurium (69%)°|
714 &3] 2= serotypeo| ™, Ao A= S. Typhi-
murium @] 22)-&0] ZALEE FA oL HAjo A= A
& 2o &2 RuEoy 3otk 2 AFAe A
oA B (67.3%)2k C, (14.8%) group®] F&&°] FiL,
ZQ serotype2- S. Typhimurium (31.5%)°]%l 2.0, &
o]l 4] §. Typhimurium (15.8%)2] &2}&°] U= A
0|5 A&} Hjs=gt A3t

7¥2-5-2) Salmonellad; <F0) AT A F A F
5(1986) A G-t A sulfonamides, strepto-

mycin ¥ tetracycline®f|, 4>

rlo

©

sl
é

}_‘

G&+-2 ampicillin, chlor-
amphenicol, streptomycin, sulfonamides %! tetracycline
of tiet W] HE7F vkl SFHAUF 5) (1988),
Esaki 5(2004)8 252 Salmonellads 1©] ampi-
¢illin(30.5%), streptomycin (67.1%), chloramphenicol
(26.8%), oxytetracycline (58.5) & trimethoprim (22.0%)
of Yol ook stk ek ol serotype 5 WA
Lo| 74 =& AL S Typhimurium 2 24| ampicillin
(74.1%), streptomycin (88.9%), chloramphenicol (70.4%),
oxytetracycline (88.9%) 3 trimethoprim (14.8%)°]H,
S. Enteritidis:= streptomycinof|9t WA& vebdttar
3tAtt. Duijkeren S{17]0] 1984 A5E] 2001 7o)
21 1 w0 Jahel WA S @A Uagel A%
=2 AO § Typhimurium © 2 4] tetracycline, chloram-
phenicol, ampicillin 2 sulfonamidesol] T3t H4d-E°]
A3 F7Fsra L, o= dAWA S. Typhimurium
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DT1042] &&of 7]1Q1et Aolaal 3tgict E3t 4o
A §. Typhimurium2] WAL 1984 Ao =&
EE2E vehglort 2ol obAE Fa) Faside
o, S. Enteritidist= 444 A4 $28k4h

2 AN 2} AR Salmonellad; o gt
A AEAAAENA serotype % S. Typhimurium
(13850)0] 7H3 UAd&o] $=k31, tetracycline (97.8%),
streptomycin (94.9%), chloramphenicol (36.2%), sulfa-
methoxazole/trimethoprim (35.5%) % ampicillin (34.8%)
of Blad £ WS vehlglon, 64 olAde] A
77} 53F(38.4%) 2 THAWA EAI7F H2dt Zlo
2 velyth o] = ACCbDNaPSSuT WAldol 413
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