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Salmonella spp. is of increasing public health concern as causative pathogens of food poisoning. The
aim of this study was to investigate the serotypes and antimicrobial resistance pattern of Salmonella
spp. isolated from duck farms in Daegu-Gyeongbuk province. Also, S. Enteritidis and S. Typhimurium
isolates were further examined for plasmid analysis, phage typing and pulsed-field gel electrophoresis
(PFGE). A total of 34 Salmonella spp. (16.4%) were isolated from duck farms and ten serotypes were
identified. The predominant serotypes were S. Typhimurium (23.5%) S. Fyris (17.6%) and S. Haardt
(11.8%), S. Agona and S. Enteritidis (respectively 8.8%). Of 34 Salmonella isolates, 15 (44.1%) iso-
lates were resistant to at least one antimicrobial agent and multiple resistance (resistance to more than
4 drugs) was observed in 9 strains (26.5%). The high resistance was found to streptomycin (32.4%),
tetracycline (29.4%), ampicillin, kanamycin and nalidixic acid (respectively, 26.5%), all Salmonella iso-
lates were susceptible to cefoxitin, cefotaxime, gentamicin, amikacin and ciprofloxacin. All S.
Enteritidis and S. Typhimurium isolates were found to contain only one plasmid (ca. 54 or 55kb, re-
spectively). Among the S. Enteritidis isolates, two phage types were found, PT32a and PTlc, re-
spectively, one isolates did not react with any of the phages used. Whereas, all S. Typhimurium iso-
lates were RDNC (reacts but does not conform). PFGE showed to be a useful typing method better
than plasmid analysis and phage typing for discrimination of isolates especially, S. Typhimurium
isolates. Our results indicated that the serotypes of Salmonella isolates are widely distributed in duck
farms, further epidemiological studies should be carried out.
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o

N =

oA YFdeId HEF 5= Y
YA o]cHTimoney %, 1988). o] w9 &
HEFAMH), #AFHO), (Ve o
3l Kauffmann-White schemeo] w=} & =7}
,5000] Fo] o, U IHFL
E2HIERE B Qla Y B
1214 = A7 ol whef thefstA vehd
JCHEwing, 1986; Gast, 2008).
Salmonellas; #-& A @ Zot AlFoA AEE
o] Fast YUAR AP ow, ol Salmonella %)
ZE=9] Yo+t = S Enteritidis?} S. Typhimurium©]
M @ FES Akl ¢ltk(van Duijkeren -5,
2002). Kessel S(2001)C 1992E5E 19994 Apo]
England®} Walesof| A HASE 4552 2% A&7 @
2] o] AH|9F TRo] Qlokal HAskglom, Algto =
9] Salmonella ZFEL 22 EE o8] 995 2AE
o] 459t welo] Sltk(Kimura 5, 2004).

A= 2F Altd 959 A= de ARS
ot ol= ofAlS FEET AMEo R QI WA +F
F9 &d Y= A AAFSRE F7 FAloA
(Gatto -5, 2006) AM2]AQl ¥4l 1 FRAJ0] AA
I QTHWHO, 2003). =WjollAl= 20039FE =7}k
FAA kA TE AbdE AlASRe]l Aben SAL

5, o REE ohoftt B At welstk]

A ke 2R Ao,
19804 t) Z¥7A|E telebE S, Typhimuriumo]
250 g 78 JAAR LelA FoLt 19804
Fut ol REl AAHE AR S Enteritdisol
3t

flo fo 12 rHl (4 o of
wo oo X o

;:O

4\

N

= 1 [e]

ghitrs] Y=ol Qlct. Salmonellass 9] 5742 ©
A Y] FAVOZE ofFH oA gshH o
2 EAHQ 55 Tefdithe AL A9 Evbss)
ch. meka] A AR It 5 5] sl
= T olatY] e BT 4 e 479
ggo] Aoty AP HEo] plasmid profil-

ing, phage typing®} pulsed-field gel electrophoresis
(PFGE) 59 EA-#4748r4 ®HHE2 S Typhimurium
3} S, Enteritidis®] o514 o] Fa3 A8e sla

ltH(Anderson 5, 1977; Ward 5, 1987; Ridley 5,
1998). Plasmid profiling®} phage typing A}=&+= 714+
AzAolen WAAHOR HEHT Qi o5t 1
7o) ahfolu] Ze g wrbe] v
AlRtel ZreeE &
oJory B4 B g
B8] Salmonella % 3 plasmid7} 1At phage typ-
ingo] P58 A¢ ol5 WHE ol o
o} 12y PFGE= HAA Ao f-44F 4
ofsll B og DNA AA Alzto] wo] AHe
DNAE £esto] Altass Aejshs Bg7tx| 2
ugo] gol 2REE Bl dovt fa 24
Hel $44e sk JlEe Eads, AEA,
wejo] 7bg goat Ao AHE T glo] A 7t
da] AFEI Qltk(Murase 5, 1995; Tenover
1995; Guerra 5, 2000).

do] o2y = 22 A 71249 S7tet
2.2) o) Aol Relo] X%Hel AAE S 9
of 22 ASS FF FuE YAYBL AUT AT
279 AH|Z2 QI3 AlHAIR Salmonella 7+E E
gt F7H Ao ® oAFEHANE A oA 2
2ot WAE Salmonella & 2] /¢ #g A=r=
o]-$- =EETHS 5, 2000a; Yang 5, 2002).
o] AFoMe HF-BEAYT 2esolA ARsE
U= 2o FHCRRY SamonellaZ; 32 w2
stol wyPel B2 FaAel WA $3S 2499
a1, S. Enteritidis@} S. Typhimuriumo]] tjj3}j 4= plasmid
profiles, phage types 2! PFGE patten2 4514k

o o 10 K & o

ol

pacs

=

ME G gy

20074 3YRE 20089 8U7HA T - AEA o
ooy 127712 PR F 20749 ARE AF
sfof Aol AHgsIEh 29 SHAS poolingdte] &
A ARE HE F ASTFRE Dol $4 F 1
~379 NRE A skt

Salmonellas 29 22l % 53

Salmonella%; ¥ B85 3lo] 3 B 5 gof
45 ml9] buffered peptone water (Merck, Germany)S 3
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7¥ste] 37°Coll A 18A1ZF 12} viFsFElaL, F<ted 0.1
mlE 10 ml Rappaport-vassiliadis broth (Merck, Germany)
of & = 42°CollA 18~24A7F uljefsto] 20 pg/ml
novobiocin (Merck, Germany)©] #7}%¥l BPLS agar
(Merck, Germany)2} Xylose lysine desoxycholate (Di-
fco, USA) Hijz|ofl =gt 5 37°Cof| A 20~24 4|7k Hj
oFaltt. YA EHE 2 VITEK 2 Compact (Bio-
Merieux, France)& ©|-&3d}o] &<2ls}¢itt E3t Difco
(USA)2} Denka Seiken (Japan)o| A A% *& I
& ARgSt] dAIFLO) B HEIFAM)] Rt
SR R3S s

S2H Z2+d MY

A 744 A1E-2 Clinical Laboratory Standards
Institute (CLSI, 2009)¢] 7]Z=o]] wheba] tjAz shAkH
o2 AAsat. AMSgE Al tjA3 = BBL sen-
si-disc (BD®, USA) A|&¢] ampicillin (AM), amoxicil-
lin/clavulanic acid (AMC), amikacin (AN), cephalothin
(CF), cefoxitin (FOX), cefotaxime (CTX), chlorampheni-
col (CM), ciprofloxacin (CIP), gentamicin (GM), kana-
mycin (KM), nalidixic acid (NA), streptomycin (SM), sul-
famethoxazole/trimethoprim (SXT) 2 tetracycline (TC)
5 1430]9lth. F A2 Mueller-Hinton broth (Difco,
USA)o|| 37°Col|A] 2~4A|ZF vijeFsto] o F%E Me-
Farland No. 0.52 XA3t & HHFHEL 0|83}
Mueller-Hinton agar (Difco) H HulX|of] 12 A &= 323}
ot} YA fyA3E dispenser (Difco)= HE3H tf
o 37°Col A 16~ 18A1ZF v} &« A ] 2715
Sstlct. Aol izt W4 #HE& NCCLS
(2003)9] 7|Ee WAl Al A ARSI
EE4F2 E coli ATCC 259225 A3}t

Plasmid profiles

Plasmid profile2 Kado2} Liu (1981)2] WS HY
5}o] plasmidE E25}%th #AE LB broth (Difco,
USA) 5 mlof| 3§Fako] 37°CollA] 18AI1ZF Z1e 3t
Oh Bl 15 mi& Aalste] €& Ao E buffer
(50 mM Tris, 10 mM EDTA, pH 8.0) 100 = 7}
t}. of7]of lysis buffer (3% SDS, 50 mM Tris, pH
12.46) 200 ul& H 718k 56°C Fhe-Z=z ol A] 305 &
oF ujerst &, &= uj 239 saturated phenol : chloro-
form:isoamyl-alcohol (25 : 24; 1) 200 wl& 7}3t o}

13,000 rpmof| A 1587F 94 & RS Aot &
2|3t plasmid= 0.8% agarose gelAo]] loadingd}al TBE
buffer (Bioneer, Korea) d}oflA] 90VE 4A]7F E<F A7)
A5 AL Agarose gel2 0.5 ug/mlQ] ethidium
bromide (sigma, USA) -&oof <L 5 1027 4 &
UV transilluminator (Biometra, Germany)E A}8-5}¢]
band®] S-HE FoI5HgIch Plasmide] ExjgF =4S
1%}t marker2% E. coli V517 452 AF&3sl9ith

Phage typing

Serotyping®]| 4] A%l S. Enteritidis 3522} S. Typhi-
murium 85 5 Z 11535 A S & phage typingS Al
AlSF ) S. Enteritidis«= Ward 5-(1987)2] ®HHof w}
2} 16%9] normal phage set-2 ©]-83} 31, S. Typhi-
murium> Anderson 5-(1977)9] HrHol ufz} 24%9]
normal phage set@} 5% 9] additional phageE A}8-5}¢
ZAstg . B2+ E nutrient broth (NB, Merck,
Germany)ol] &3t 37°CoA] 18A17F v el o+
2 nutrient agar plate (Merck, Germany)ol] &Z3}1 3%
He| E7]15 AE2Feh ESE NBolA AR 97HEA
= AAst] AEAE S EER 24T 7t typed]
phage -89-S phage applicator® HZ5}a1 37°Cof A
24AZ Vjoket & £FAESL 7F typee] phage §
off ofaA] SolHel Whg-S Wl §LUWAS phaged
#x WERo| uel wESIAh ¥E phageo] o)
A HES-2 Ho|u 55 9] additional phageE ©]-8-35}¢]
T y3s] A4 4 gl= 5= RDNC (reacted but
did not confirm)= +45FATE Alglo] AR phage®}
type straine 9J=+9] International Centre for Enteric
Phage Typing (ICEPT), Central Public Health Laboratories
(CPHL)of| Al #¢F "2 A& ARE-sHolTh

Pulsed-Field gel electrophoresis (PFGE)

PFGE EA& Astasd Xpal (20,000 U, Roche,
Bio-Rad, USA)S ARg-sto] w|=2H-54]AlE|(CDC)
oAl &9 321 PFGE network®l ‘PulseNet’oj|A] A}-&
&= PFGE EEAAH(CDC, 2004)] whz} A A5
t}. PFGE E4& 13t 17|95 0.5xTBE buffers
A18-5Fo] CHEF-Mapper XA Chiller system (Bio-Rad,
Hercules, Calif. USA)©. 2 6 v/cm, 120°, 15°C, ramped
pulse time 2.16~63.822] ZAHOSE 18A|7F A7 95

2 AAEITE A7) 9% T geld ethidium bromide
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(0.5 pg/mh=E 305 HAMSH of-3 208 5
UV transilluminatorE A23}o] DNAS 3

dl
Z 1277 A 20749 28] BEHA|Z A Salmo-
nella® 2] 22|& st Zil= Table 13} 2o} Salm-

Table 1. Serotypes of 34 Salmonella isolates isolated from ducks

O antigen Serotype No. (%) of isolates
B S. Fyris 6(17.6)
B S. Typhimurium var. copenhagen 1(2.9)
B S. Typhimurium 8(23.5)
B S. Bredeny 1(2.9)
B S. Agona 3(8.8)
B S. Indiana 1(2.9)
Cl S. Schwabach 1(2.9)
Cl S. Mbandaka 2(5.9)
C2 S. Haardt 4(11.8)
D1 S. Enteritidis 3(8.8)
El S. London 1(2.9)
poly Untyped 3(8.8)
Total 34 (100)

onellasy w2 217] E74H16.5%, 21/127 7oA 34
F(164%)7F HE=%aL, o] S B groupo| 205
(58.8%)2 7}3F WOl theO €2 group 475(11.8%),
C13} D1 group®] Z+z+ 35(8.8%) % El1 group 15
(29%) %0913, 355 HE4 FoI3ch Scrogroup
o] ShelEl 315:0] tistel serotyping AXE Ak,
5 17k @Rol SIEiglon] Beld % S Ty-
phimurium©| 83(23.5%)% 7} Wkal o2 S. Fyris
65(17.6%), S. Haardt 45(11.8%), S. Agona®} S.
Enteritidis 355(8.8%) % S. Mbandaka 25(5.9%) <2

2 ZAFE®IA, S, Typhimurium var. copenhagen, S.
Bredeny, S. Indiana, S. Schwabach ¥ S. London®= Z}t

2} 124 2ol =gt

SaH 2y A

SalmonellaZ; <+ 34=F0] Tt 1459 Aol tff
3 7keA A Aabs Table 29F 2o FAHF & 15
F(44.1%)7F Hoj= gk 7FA] o] fAlo] WA=
UEF 1AL, 955(26.5%)= 4% o9 oFAlo] WA
Bl oA WAdato| A tK(Table 3). Salmonellass w2
SMef| 7 =2 WAE(B24%)S YEF
AM, KM 2 NA©|| 26.5~29.4%2] YAEL, AMCOﬂ
11.8%, CM, CF, SXToll+= 10% w|7te] WA &S el

Table 2, Antimicrobial resistance patterns of 34 Salmonella strains isolated from ducks

No. (%) of resistant strains

S.
Anti- S. S. S. S. Typhimu- Total
S. . S. S. S. S. . ;
biotic S- Agona Bredeney Er?te'rl- Fyris  Haardt Indiana London Mban-  Schwa- Typhlmu— rium var. Untyped  (n=34)
(n=3) (n=1) tidis (n=6) (n=4) (n=1) (n=1) daka bach um copen-  (n=3)
(n=3) (n=2) (n=1) (n=8) hagen
(=1)

AM 1 1 1 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 9(26.5)
AMC 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4(11.8)
CF 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1(2.9)

FOX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

CTX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

KM 1 1 0 0 4 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 9(26.5)
GM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

AN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

SM 2 1 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 11 (32.4)
NA 1 0 2 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 9(26.5)
CIP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

SXT 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1(2.9)

TC 1 1 0 0 4 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 10 (29.4)
CM 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2(5.9)
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Table 3. Multidrug resistance patterns of 34 Salmonella isolates
isolated from ducks

No. of Resistance No. of
antibiotics patterns isolates (%)
7 AM,AMC,CF.KM,SM,NA,TC 1
Subtotal 1(2.9)
6 AM,KM,SM,NA, TC,CM 1
AM,AMC,KM,SM,NA, TC 1
Subtotal 2(5.9)
5 AM,KM,SM,NA,TC 1
AM,AMC KM,NA,TC 1
Subtotal 2(5.9)
4 AM,SM,SXT,CM 1
AM-KM-NATC 1
AM-KMC-SM-TC 1
AM-AMC-SM-TC 1
Subtotal 4(11.8)
3 KM-SM-TC 2
Subtotal 2(5.9)
1 SM 1
NA 3
Subtotal 4(11.8)
0 Subtotal 19 (55.8)
Total 34 (100)

Table 4. Plasmid profiles, phage types, PFGE patterns and resist-
ance patterns of the S. Enteritidis (n=3) and S. Typhimu-
rium (n=8) strains isolated from ducks

Approximate

No. of S Phage PFGE .
strains plasmid size type pattern Resistance pattern
(Kb)
SE-2 55 RDNC* I NA
SE-23 54 PT32a I AM-SM-SXT-CM
SE-31 55 PTlc 111 NA
ST-6 54 RDNC v -
ST-7 54 RDNC I\Y -
ST-9 54 RDNC A% -
ST-13 54 RDNC A% -
ST-14 54 RDNC v -
ST-15 54 RDNC v -
ST-27 54 RDNC A% -
ST-28 54 RDNC VI KM-SM-TC

*Reacts with phages but does not confirm.

At 2 AN, FOX, CTZ, CIP ¥ GMo|&= AF7}
Tardoloint. &, B w5l FA WSS
B S Haardt= AM, AMC, CF, KM, SM, NA % TC
o Al W& UEHSRLAL S Agona= AM,
KM, SM, NA, TC, CMof S. Enteritidiss= AM, SM,
NA, SXT, CMo] S. Typhimurium var. copenhagen-2>
AM, AMC, SM, TCo] S. Indiana':= AM, KM, NA,TC

M 1 2 3

kb
54 —

3.3 —
Fig. 1. Plasmid profiles of S. Ente-
512 ritidis. Lane M: E. coli V517,

lane 1: SE-2, lane 2: SE-23,
lane 3: SE-31.

M 12 3456 738

Fig. 2. Plasmid profiles of S.
Typhimurium. Lane
M: Lambda DNA/
Hind 111, lane 1: E.
coli V517, lane 2:
ST-6, lane 3: ST-7,
lane 4: ST-9, lane 5:
ST-13, lane 6: ST-14,
lane 7: ST-15, lane 8:
ST-27, lane 9: ST-28.

o S. Typhimurium2 KM, SM, TC 5] 3 3Ao U
XS 2ot YA S, Fyris, S. Schwabach, S. Mbanda-
ka, S. London> AHE-¥ W= Aol ApeAd& vE

WA

Plasmid profiles, phage typing % PFGE

2a)¥ S. Enteritidis 35~ ¥ S. Typhimurium 8529
gt plasmid profiles, phage typing W PFGEE A A|3H
ZAi}= Table 4 2 Fig. 1~49} It} S. Enteritidis 35
o thglt plasmid ¥/ =A%t A3t SE-31-2 54 kb,
SE-2¢} SE-232 &+ 5 53| 55 kb =7]9] plasmid
bandZ 3 7] HGetT QQII(Table 4, Fig 1), S.
Typhimurium®] 9= ZAFE7F 54 kb 37]9] plasmid
bandE 3t 79t E-R(3l3r UQITHTable 4, Fig. 2).
Phage typing 23} S. Enteritidis«= 3¢ &£ 25+= ZHZF
PT32a9} PT1c2 EHQl%| Q3 L] 15 phage?} vt
o Yolut phage typeo] BHRIEA] 25> RDNCE
LRk e, S, Typhimurium2 2157} RDNCZ 221 &
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o

kb

1,135—

668.9—

452.7—
398.4—

HT=
2444
2169

i
782>
547
333
286>
205>

Fig. 3. PFGE patterns of S.
Enteritidis digested wi-
th Xbal. Lane M: Mar-
ker (S. Braenderup),
lane 1: SE-2, lane 2:
SE-23, lane 3: SE-31.

M 12 3 456 78

kb

1,135
668.9—
Fig. 4. PFGE patterns of
4527 S. Typhimurium di-
398.4— gested with Xbal.
%?8‘?3 Lane M: Marker
(S. Braenderup),
it lane 1: ST-6, lane
138.9— 2: ST-7, lane 3:
1045:> ST-9, lane 4: ST-
o 13, lane 5: ST-14,
33.3— lane 6: ST-15, lane
ggig: 7. ST-27, lane 8:
ST-28.

2 THTable 4). AJ3ta 20 Xbal O 2 #2|5}o] PFGEE
AA15E A3} S Enteritidis= A2 t}E 37}X] PFGE
pattern ©. &2 LEE| Q] 31(Fig. 3) S. Typhimurium E3} 3
7}2]2] th2 PFGE pattern©. & LE-E|QJCHFig. 4).

ER

-

7harse Aboll Al Salmonella +@ 2] 8.3 B
A2 Salmonella®l THE 7IHEFe= doE2Ae4
2 293 B2 J53lar YJrhBarrow, 1993). ©
ATlAE dT ARG A S 28] &
MosyuY Sumondled F& Helste] BRW 1
A WA e 2T Eit
nellass <t 5 AS=9 Al HHF S Typ-
himurium¥} S. Enteritidiso]] td}o]+= plasmid profile,

o
cht
g
S
?

phage type W PFGE pattern 543} %th

ofg] A&7 28 fl Salmonellass oAl S.
Typhimuriumo] 7} Wo] B8-S W 118}¢ 3/ (Sait-
anu %, 1994; Wray2} Wray, 2000; Tran %, 2004; Og-
asawara 5, 2008), o|H A} A= S. Typhimuriumo©|
7V ol 2 E o] S. Typhimuriumo] @ 2jof A 7Hg
wol EejE= EA3FUS & 4 AUATE B Tsaiek
Hsiang (2005)-2 tj7te] @ 2| oA S. Potsdam, S. Dus-
seldorf 9! S. Indiana, ¢ 5(2000a)2 =] 2o 4] S.
Enteritidis, S. meleagridis 2 S. Typhimurium®] 7}%+
25 HelEs BYFom nisjel o Aol 2
ao} tha Ajol} Agle ol 22§l AR
BEPFS A E Belxslo] webs cheral
A e 4 918 AAbEE ol 4w o) At s,
Typhimurium-& H|535}o] S. Fyris, S. Haardt, S. Agona,
S. Enteritidis, S. Mbandaka, S. Typhimurium var. co-
penhagen, S. Bredeny, S. Indiana, S. Schwabach % S.
London & T}eFg g o] egjofA &= qlct

FEoA A WA Salmonellass 0] &3
F45) 2715 ol FAlel glow, o5 AL
4E& Bste] Aozl Asprt shssteh. o] el
o] S. Agona, S. Bredeny, S. Enteritidis, S. Haardt, S.
Indiana, S. Typhimurium % S. Typhimurium var. co-
penhagen 5-& Aol 15 o]/Fo] ofAlo] WS B
3L S. Fyris, S. London, S. Mbandaka %! S. Schw-
abachi= AME-E YA HFolA A4S Hof A
Al We-e g3l wef Zol7t Slgs o 4 AU
t}. S. Typhimuriumel| A 84| i/d
&l Q= HhH S Enteritidiss= AR
FAA S vErdtkal B Ha gl
(Carlson &, 1999), o] ZA}o|A] S. Typhimurium 1
F7F KM, SM, TC 5 359 ofAlo] WAaS =is
Bl R w5 g ofAl] A4S vt
vl ehas Aolvh olsich. HH S, Haardie] 4§ o
2 43l ve) £ oA AL Bem oo ¥
Sfofiz o We A7h Aol Aok B Ao A7
giek. ol ZATIA & YA SM, TC, KM, NA,
AM 53} o] o) HnE AHEE FAACIA B 4
9]¢l o1, AN, CF, FOX, CTX, CM, CIP, GM @ SXT
2o AAols YIS deAl A Had
o WHES uelth HA27kx) 2 elols Held
Salmonella 9] YA WAL Lo B3 Hil=
Yang 5(2002)0] <24 E&|3t S. Typhimurium 1
oAl SM, sulfisoxazole 2 TCo] 3t WAES Hi

i rlo

ofN
[o du ofN x
TloNus

ZF
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StAe AR AAololA 22 {2 Salmo-
nella%s oA GAYA WSS vaste A2 =

[e]
Thsstnt kAl o)Wl 2atel AT H B £
ol A el Salmonellady 2] YA W F/dat

Hus] = o thfE AFAREC] SMIE TCo &2
WA H1slej(H 5, 2007, Cheong 5, 2007; 9F
5, 2009), Salmonella 2] A WAFAFS gt
Q2o Al FARE ZFFolqlel. HH Tsai®} Hsiang
(2005)& tjvte] @2 8- Salmonellas: o4 TC,
Josamicin/Trimethoprim, SXT, doxycycline, amoxicillin
ol =2 WS Harste] TCo| tfstol= ojd =
AL} S-AFSFS S 1} Josamicin/Trimethoprim, SXT, dox-
yeycline, amoxicillin -5-2] A Aof thdlof= o] =
ALS] Aifeb= thar Zpol7t QUGlnh o]= Ajol A
235} 61—/&14‘:'114 Z2 o Z7EE ARRE= kA7)

2 Ao 7|3 Aeg AZEct §hH Ogasawara
5(2008)> HIETS] @ z]oA] oxytetracycline?} CM
of 22t 4%°] WAEES HiskGlE ¥ YA A
Aol dalol= FpAS Basdnh 4, 9HA & 2
& AEFEolA FAA I e =2 141“0 Z‘“*—J
Az B SIS Rt ARHTHAS] ARG o
ol e, e fFefolA A WA Salmonella
#+9 82 227t Aol LAH HolE dF 5
Ay G FolA 5 28E S ARRSRL 9
227} FAAVE WE ARE e AT
o] Q& Aetx AzZt=EL]

Plasmid profiles, phage typing %
L Salmonellasy 2] 9s+z o
A3 glek.

o] ZALo|| Al S. Enteritidis2] plasmid A4S W]l
3 B o 353F X% plasmid band®] 4~=
Z9roLt oS0 A 3% F 2%
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