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ABSTRACT

Salmonella is an important zoonotic pathogen that is difficult to control in food
animal environment. However abuses of several drugs for the treatment of Salmonella
infection had resulted in increment of antimicrobial resistance. Recently, there has been
emergence of antimicrobial resistance in zoonotic diseases. In pathogenic bacteria, their
drug resistance may be procurement by mutation or the transfer of plasmid or
transposon. In recent year, many studies have demonstrated mobile DNA elements with
a specific structure which obtains or exchanges the antibiotic resistance genes these
elements that have been termed integrons.Samples for this study were collected from
2011 to 2012 from chicken and environment in Chicken farms and about 22 bacterial
strains were isolated. Further studies on understanding the process of antimicrobial
resistance and class 1 integron. The results have shown that no class 1 integron was
detected in day old chicks. Chickens and environment samples can be detected integron,
the detection rate was 50 % (3/6) and 75 % (6/8). The resistance genes:
Integron-positive isolates was capable of detecting at least three types of resistance
genes, integron-negative isolates only one was able to detect three types of resistance
genes. Day-old chicks and chickens were the highest detection rate of TEM (57 %, 8/14).
The highest detection rate of environment sample was dfrAl (63 %, 5/8) and PSE (63 %,
5/8). About antimicrobial resistance, Integron-positive isolates have at least five
antimicrobial resistance. Day-old chicks and chickens were the highest detection rate of

Ampicillin (86%, 12/14). Ampicillin ~ oxytetracycline and tetracycline of environment

sample get 88 % (7/8) of resistance. The result of statistical analysis is day-old chicks of

resistance Salmonella lower than other raising environments (P<0.05). Due to the
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poultry process, the widespread use of antibacterial agents, increasingly resistant
Salmonella. Furthermore, The integron-postive strains showed multi-resistance is much
higher than the proportion of integron-negative strains. Which shows integron and

multi-resistance have close relatationship.
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R E s £ R DA RS P44 M R ) (food borne pathogen ) » 23k & 3
93,800,000 GIZLif %5 P X FE A B E 0 £ 2 F 155000 4 b = gl
93 80,000,000 £_& 442451 42 (Majowicz et al,, 2010) = 7 F* % Fjs i 8 41 L
d FHEc (10°-10°) 2 %) 4 H1ak (0% o1 > RPN 572 [P il
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2004); AERAKE GHBSPUEHLB S 0 67 %EEie M (Wilson,
2002) e
NEGL L FAR AP AHRL AR F s FR T R
CRAHAE L E &k RO P S FHERE R IR S
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Y- F 2 giejasg#
£ WP SEEA

211 WP AEHE LB AN

1885 & » g K& ¢ Daniel Elmer Salmon £ Theobald Smith & 7 ¢ % & 3z 3] 2

o TR L G Salmonellae Hfs o VN A7 Bren o B £ b AR

Moo d ATE RV SRR AR g op b b nfE g~ B R AR S Feh
AR LE S L2 R F L FE LU 1B B ETG AT
= ‘];;—]"z‘r}t%f IR AR GBE I ILE ke L RAE ‘}%“_";‘J A év”lii\':b%;(Yan etal.,2003)- % £ >
© IR 2555 AR N e Al 0 B A R a8 4 fLR (somatic, O-antigen ) ~
#LL Rk (flagellar, H- antigen) 4% %3k (capsular, Vi-antigen) _F e % R
% F o ¥ %P White-Kauffmann-Le Minor Scheme %8 & e77 2 4c 12 & 4 o /ﬁ"" o IR,
7N (genus) 4~ = 44 (species) : Salmonella enterica f= Salmonella
bongori -

S. bongori ¥ § - 344 > L2 % subspeciesV ; S. enterica * - H % A Z >
i# % 48 (Folkesson et al., 2002 ) : S. enterica subsp. enteric ( £ #i subspecies I) ~ S.
enterica subsp. salmae ( & £ subspecies II) ~ S. enterica subsp. arizonae ( &
subspecies Illa )~S. enterica subsp. disrizonae( £ i subspecies IIIb )~S. enterica subsp.
houtenae ( # - subspecies IV ) {r S.enterica subsp. indica ( £ # subspecies VI) ©

95 WHO £ £ B CDC 2£3% » 2 ¢ % Salmonella enterica subspecies enterica
serotype Typhimurium s F A+ § % % Salmonella serotype Typhimurium g

Salmonella Typhimurium B 5 S. enterica subsp. I &% L3 O ik o i3 7 1A,
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B,C,D 2 E# » ¥RAAKHFE2 Fu b » 7 ;WA LA Ma fellb » 78 % 45
(Uzzau et al., 2000 ) - S. enterica subsp. salmae ~ S. enterica subsp. arizonae - S.
enterica subsp. disrizonae ~ S. enterica subsp. houtenae ~ S .enterica subsp. indica * S.

bongori i & A 3k p 4 o B ek B v £ ~ 4 p A 5 (Brenner et al., 2000 )e

212 WP L HLAGEFE

w

7 P X (Salmonella) % p s /44 (Enterobacteriaceae ) = & f < £
B FM A LR 2025 pmo E07-15 gme s A A S Koy I o
S H P NS F % L (peritrichous flagella) & § @& » e 7 E § RV <
# (S. Gallinarun ) ¥ #o R # (S. Pullorum ) “,/TT *t (Holt et al., 1997 ) o %%
KT Hmd At A L2 WP NHEEY 224 mm- AP SHL L2 ER S
35-37 C pHE 3 6.6-82 > HE G L HRF chprft » P LA &5 §F PR
AF e A MRG0 P NEASNGT SRR EE EE s HER L
e~ ¢TI A RivF M LN UHEZEEMBOER v Ed e
% i F4P % | o & triple sugar iron agar (TSIA) ¢ & 2 fiit & & S48+ 17 % {5 >
A4 2B Y G R AR YRRl R 2 e 22 % (lysine decarboxylase test) ~ 5
Vit 3 25 fis 22 %  (ornithine decarboxylase ) % fff fis:#5% (catalase test) #% ¥ & I+
M E it pEidsk (oxidase test) ~ B X #EH% (Voges-Proskauer test) #ilvf
% (indole test) % /i % fss#s (urease test) ¥ L IEMF Ji o ot ¢h » W X AR
A AW ARY N gL ERE pH EFFR L A Y T 3AEEL D
BEZEFAPTFHAT R p BT FRES8 B 0 AR SRS

Zifadd o BOFAFAHEFE DEBRREZ N E BOEE 0 60T
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PF 15 & 47 #-H B2 (Davies et al., 1994 ~ Baudart et al., 2000 ) -



Fo 8 P EHARAET
Py R R E_%‘« (International Organization for Standardization; ISO ) #7 2
G A B e r R F A R AR (1SO,2002) 0 A = 5w FE A

S SR NN 2 BRSNS F Ry € LI o At

2.2.1 %3 Fz % (pre-enrichment)

Edel and Kamelmacher 4p i e # % & ¢ #7737 /) 7 X A7 FlE P EBETR
BoGR FRRAOPHS FRAPH E2 7 EROFAFOIFLI - o ¢
e b AE R P RS F A TR 0 RPN R TP E R
HWER A RS P Ew R D K 2 2 TR R e 8 R 100 16 eniE
BEHAR A - 3 2EE 1 (non-viable) e P X 7> w3 A H e a2 ¢ A
FTAE S F K BB % R % (Myintetal, 2006)c T b o 5B R FE
% (s ehim o 4 /7&:3‘2 A FUE 4 0 )35 & R (selective enrichment ) 73 {2 (Chen
et al., 1993)° p @ ¥ * e 3 732 & /% 5 Buffered Peptone Water (BPW ) » H pH
5 58642 B BT/ P FiE 3 2 K2 pH @« 2 754 47 ) BPW %0 4 4t

B2 00 A ek vt B chm B B3 & R vk i@ (Hoorfar and Baggesen, 1998 ) -

222 & LA FHR A (selective enrichment )
ERPHFAR R DD D APl E L mRE 3 BRI AR AL £ LS
AT o 35 ISO 2 F e ynfe > AR ERPHARAF T LA AL D

BiEA - ¥ uEH MR £ L 5 Muller-Kauffman tetrahionate (MKTT ) broth #7



Rappaport-Vassiliadis ( RV ) broth - MKTT broth * 4r » Sodium thiosulfate {v
Tetrathionate & i/~ 7 2 w £ (X £ifik B "% j2f% (Tetrathionatereductase) 2 ‘mf] > @
B4t (Sodium thiosulfate) #as 3 e » p 32 %% 5 3 28 (Bile salt) ~

(Brilliant green) ~ #% 9{#% % (Novobiocin) % = & » 7 1 Frd|+ 04 2

tn«’c
=}

s 2Ly PP e i W jF o RV broth ® 2 34 4 % (Malachite green) fri 9k
FAWTHHEFEELFSHEEEDE L b el fis (pHS.140.2)
BEREA (41551 C) 2+ 25 PV 2R~ BEBREREE > kd

HEES SN R

2.2.3 F#E M2 % (selective isolation)

AHBERAMA L 2 AEBAAEERR o - HFJY 0 TR Y TE

\‘t-

BREsdA cBgr) R FpRE AR DA ERAEDPCE T
AN BEFRRAEL L RAILATEBRBRALRRZA LB A P ERNSP A
ARG > lET AL MR ER AL FE R R o PR P
% 72 & % Xylosed lysine desoxycholate agar ( XLD agar) #? Bismuth Sulphite agar
(BSA agar) ; XLD agar Kﬂ]‘ dvd § "2A% 4 (sodium desoxycholate) k#rd]2 fF <
Bl 2F oRpm Iy kwul P CFfod B BN Tt o A kg (xylose)
e 4% (lactose ) frE #& (sucrose) P A_wa i ficd 4 crpd K it & 4 Kk o § R4
Arflr e AR RRAAPIEELF I LTS HEIPUFS A § ¥
Wfrr g FILH ARMABRT 2 HE H N Fe ¥ P SRR AR
(decarboxylate lysine) eni®* » & 7 h A4]* KA 4 pherpk i > w40 3 sk 1Rk

GorandAREES PRSP CHAXID F T ALK AR RS aE
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ok F R G RO CHEMS B P S E o XLD agar i £k en

FHRGEENPNFH ABSAZ 5 CBSARAAGIFIEFABEAME A S E

o
L'

A (coliform) » 7 s sui & A7 @ d e b R TAPRPRRA G

Foitgo n s 2 FERGEHP LR

224 V5 A E—]--Li iL £

SE A BT TR TR pEE 4 D 2HEE R R A Tryptic Soy
Agar (TSA) £ FHER A > T - H 2 L FH 8 FREIIT NP AR 2
SR RIENIE B & 7 F PR AR - MUORPLRBLES ~ valeiidSe ~ ERRE it d A S
B EE R ¥ * %A S Triple sugar iron (TSI) agar ~ Sulfide-indole-motility

(SIM ) medium F Lysine decarboxylase broth % - # TSI agar * %]/ F* X a7 % fiz
y g 7] f

o

DEM LA FRHIEE R ARG NGRS P Ao RIR SR
Foobo R AR SRR B R AT R mEA L A & o2 SIM
agar 5 X EERBA T RERIE L il s FR0 S IR L A2 ftie
¢ @ &£ o Lysine decarboxylase broth 5 #&R|% p FATE 7 2 2 AAps > B
A H AN AR B ARG WA kB S o RPN R eha

Pk S AR E & R 2 T ik B White-Kauffmann-Le Minor Scheme -

225 WP AFE FEEL
L F A Y 2 84 Fk (Somatic antigen ; O antigen ) * L+ #k (Flagella
antigen ; H antigen) 1% 5 » #§2_ &35 ©

(1) %8 % </ (Somatic antigen )



i Ok RAFMOERAG 0 A& 24 L F FERE (polysaccharide )
i A lipopolysaccharide ¢ 84 » & frw iF¢ chF tfd A 4 RE > 25 &
- RO AP TR RFEERA 2 7 3 (serogroup)
A~B~Cl1~C2-DI4rE %

(2) L+ 2 (Flagella antigen )

TEHiR > LG B - 1 § o L if (antisera) A 2 585 > L ¥ &

3 B4p (diphase)(Yanetal., 2003 )7 4 %] 5 % — 4p (phase 1 ) % % = 4p (phase

M) efn Al s HAp (monophase ) o ) F* X F L FLhid ¥ £ 3 €3

- 424 > & £5 4p 2 % 230 (Bonifield and Hughes, 2003 ) - H 4/ % — 4p

FRAMEFTRI T HMN ) BoE2 32 AL H RS- pEFR A

P TR R OERF ) BPORETFAREAT TSP AR G S

e 53] S. Pullorum £ S. Gallinarum » #]% £ 5 #(* gz 2@ H ok -
(3) # *Fk (Capsular Virulence antigen )

TLKIR X FHS PR Y SRS N R mE LS FA A



231 P ER

FmQﬁéﬁQﬁjA%#ﬁ[ﬁ}ﬁﬁ,j%k{ﬁé—&ﬁg ’”E?K{g__@ﬁ?’é}
:LF%%\ (Meadetal 1999)° 7:& F’E;}}Wﬁ’ |£)_? 97\_!1”‘:7—1/?\! r%f%_?iiﬂ% y fe

CEA P IR UAF R WS RS B R bl R

~

BRE AP RNFORAREMK - 3 P Falm 3 2 kehd B - A &4

sw Al (1)% #g 2% § % 4] (enteric fever or typhoid fever )> i & & d g 4 S. Typhi

34

5142 » ¥ ¢k S, Paratyphi A ~ S. Paratyphi B ~ S. Paratyphi C % /) F* X FR] € 5142z
A2 B 5 % (2)% 5 L] (gastroenteritis )0 ~ % F_F|g % S. Typhimurium -
S. Enteritidis 2 S. Derley # s 3] 2 75 F* X F#75142 ;5 (3) ]« 7z 3] (bacteremia ) -
d S. Cholerasuis #7342 ; (4) &K R 4 3] (subclinical infections ) » % 3 ?‘sﬂ J
Yo B R F v RIS o KiEa # o (Arun, 2008) o B Rop e 0 1 &)
HoRH IR A X F AL L 0 R R AT BN #Y
FHE L LREF B D AT HERAT L FOPNRER ALK B ﬁ“’»%’%ﬁ ik

= bedh s R RS s R 2 g B o

232 AEEHPA ,,L'H)ﬁﬁ

2 BB E H R 1352009 & 00 S ETIE A 2 8 TR R R B R
Hi 84557 % (CDC, 2010) &Rep 2004 & > A Z 2 BhpmT 409 520 4
¢oxo s AR 192,000 # G BRE 2 2010 ﬁQ}%a‘g ho kAR ER LG RV

F’B’—iﬁﬁliﬁﬁ‘!ﬂ%% ;\‘/]4 9380Tg| }?5|;| ’,,_V—”‘F 8000 T’E!Tf:’:g\_lf %.&;’_,ttﬁ_}%#ﬁfﬁg y
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293 155000 Flg 222G RO P A FAE S &~ = (Majowicz et al., 2010) - P av©
fef 200 b AN ER R A MA BRSPS EE 0 F L F AN S
Enteritidis ~ S. Typhimurium ~ S. Virchow ~ S. Newport ~ S. Agona ~ S. Hadar ~ S.
Heidelberg ~ S. Cholerasuis % » @ iz j3]* 4 S. Enteritidis 2 S. Typhimurium
B2 % & % (Schoeni et al., 1995) - ,] B> 5 > 1993 3] 2002 & F A $Fd§ 22
I '}% Al » w5 S. Weltevreden -~ S. Enteritidis - S. Anatum 4= S. Derby
( Bangtrakulnonth et al., 2004 )~ & p &= & > 1995 3| 2005 & & ~ ¢ i B

A B W Lo Al & S, Enteritidis ~ S. Weltevreden {- S. Bareilly (kudaka et al.,
2006)° &® & > @ 0 1996 F] 2003 & FF A $geTa dp2 w /Fif“;‘ 12 S. Enteritidis 3 #«
ENE 2 EAD/ N | (Fernandes et al., 2006 ) ° #dx B> @ > 2010 & A $FE § &L e A
% S. Enteritidis ~ S.Typhimurium = S.Typhi (Ohetal,,2010)° 5 &> & > >3 10
AT AEF LR A2 P X Fe 73 5 S Typhimurium -+ S. Choleraesuis ~ S.
Schwarzengrund ~ S. Derby ~ S. Newport (Chiu et al., 1999) > | 2004 & R S.
Typhimurium - S. Enteritidis ~ S. Stanley % = 3 % » F|#&iT— =t 2009 £ » ) [ % f
RAET L2 ,Fi A% > mw L i S. Typhimurium ~ S. Enteritidis ~ S. Stanley % S.

Newport » ik 2> 3875 F* X F R 4 7164 % (chiou et al., 2009 ) -

2.3.3 M‘)’?F’""i?ﬁf}fiﬂz\%' 4 R th

AR A GBSO AE AR RREY ARS Tk &2 3% (Cox et al,
2000 ; Nayak and Kenney, 2002) c &% B A 5 G4 P A FHZE L > 7 67 %
&35 B (Wilson, 2002) - 2010 & £ E@]ﬁ}?ﬁ?ﬁ*‘]%ﬁfﬁ 0 3 AQE 2752 B FR

CER AL Y 01600 5 RE G £EANEIF M o b7 LEE HHLE
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VAR RSN LN Ef:] » 112 Xpbal T % B|n1ﬁ7%*73“;} {8 0 B (TR RN T A A T 0 1B B
# % 24p B (M'ikanatha et al., 2010) » 5% & ig 4t 5 5% 0B 7 74 W &5 B R

et R 4L -

FAMTA LT BLAE- i3 pAiEas 73 > ¢ S Pullorum 122 S
Gallinarum > # # SP 0/ &P g s 4 > fep i hAce & TR > XA &
Pr g B Fom SGUARAMTE N ZRAF oS FREFIMLE

% Je e 4] 0 4e S, Enteritidis o S. Typhimurium 2. & % 7 A% b il » gk @ 45

PHEAR w3 &Y THEL L3 2 (Yuetal,2008) ¢ ¥ = fF AR f
BFA o P K EHGFEI AR RV P L EBRRILH o A S KT

W2 P BG4S A KT BfenR N S AL P Y B 0 A & KT s
JRRE A2 Fhd PR AR E ks rg g A B B G 0 N iR
RO T e AR @ I O T ARl SRR o R v Rt
FERERFEBRF G LM AR FRELB# 2 PFGE (Pulsed field gel
electrophoresis ) vt %t » IR E 5 4p b T/ Bl3# 2 PFGE Bl > Q[F*kl * 7T
AW ARAT BB BRHRCL AL e gL RMEM & (Ohetal,
2010) - Kim % 4 *t 2007 # g8 WA A f F— 7 F s P < pﬂ/ 2B 0 KA
FIEEH A AZ BASEENE X LAY 1Y LM < Fie 7 PFGE
Ao £ S5HEFFORFH o TFER I3 aiEF R A ARG THNR A
44c5eniEd £ A B R RLBEET A FEF HLE L L RET M
(Kim et al., 2007) - Namata & A 33 > — P &R N AR 2 § H 4o f

EHERE LM A AR % (Namata et al., 2009) o 2 £ P < A2 g £ g £ 0

12



FE AR AERE AN T AR R PESFTEE  REENL AN @
FREEFRADEAFT  FEN IR Y RIR AP AAT R E ST R

FohinE g T SR R @R T T HIA R R Rk O AL A %

KA AE B B4t o
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Fr & P ALIERRAE
T BERARAL L BRI P R R hiEd - L& ARNP
25 PR e 4 £ A8% (Suetal, 2004) 0 2 )l%:}f;] 411980 & & 1987 & 5 =
F A AR FEE L Bld R A 16 %3 4e 3 29 % (MacDonald et al., 1987 ) < ¥ /) F*
A2 5 4 4e$t Ampicillin ~ Chloramphenicol ~ Kanamycin ~ Streptomycin
Sulfonamid % Tetracycline % %4 2 FiZ 477 5 Apff < )[?J%iﬁ 4o HP HF Leni §
ERE DR G R F % 104 /22 3] (Salmonella typhimurium definitive typel04,
DT104)> % 1990 # i 5 =t 3F 4 4 34+ Ampicilin ~ Chloramphenicol ~ Streptomycin
Sulfonamide 2 Tetracycline (R-type > ACSSuT Ftk) ¥ £ 4 f pF £ 5 & |4 (Glynn
etal, 1998 )o & B 72002 & » g 4 75 * = ?ﬁm}}% A1) % & %4 S, Typhimurium DT
104 b GIF B S - = T b fd ~ 2~ 2 EZ L At DTI040 Fpins
ARER A DTI04 & 373 F ¢ W &5 498 (Threlfall, 2002) - &% & > 1979-1980 &
1S, Typhimurium ¥t7 f& ACSSuT 2 2 3 #2575 0.6%> @ 3] 1996 & + 2 3 34
% o ¥ b EER o AT 1996 & 3 2000 £ B o Ao A b AT A dgen S,
Typhimurium ~ S. Virchow ~ S. Hadar $w 4817 F 5L 3 5 (3B g 5 > %
# & S. Typhimurium DT 104 ; & S. Enteritidis 1 % # ¥ w 3] %] P8 1 i i1
(Threlfall, 2002 ) o iz & 4 g 2 A7 B 3E & fr 4™ VR 4 A 3 > @ o4k
R I AN P B AT P AR B R AED o wéé%}%i By e 4o o

oSBT R R K A B PO ACSSUT JRE A st 6] 5 41 %
(321/798 ) & ¢ S. Typhimurium ¥ ACSSuT o # vt B 5 72.7 %(176/242 )~
S. Schwarzengrund =+ & 5 70 % (42/60) ~ S. Albany 1+t &) 5 50 % (18/36) ~ S.

Choleraesuis e+t ] 5 82.4 % (14/17)~ S. Derby st &) 5 72.7 % (16/22); ¥ ¢+ &
14



798 ki P LY 0 2 %ATE & i Ciprofloxacin 2 FLp #| § B M0 F ALY

% Schwarzengrund ( Lauderdale et al., 2006) c @ Li % % 24 & At EE Pos A A

13027 $R2LG R NE 0 3 31 BkF (1 %) 4 Ceftriaxone 2 2 & > H ¢

16 RFAEZE P AAB #Hi f#H I RALET I P AR C #h 7# 04 1
D

-

OB P S D Ha A 2 RELBR P S HE #a 8 (Lietal,
2005)- ¥ Chiu % 44 & 2001-2002 & 4 £ 4 ¥ ' & Fse iH3 D ## e etk

# ¥t Ciprofloxacin f= Ceftriaxone ¢ £ 7 ## 4+ (Chiuetal,2004) p & 5 8 ¥
2w F3] 5 Typhimurium 2 Entetitidis » #-3 & 73] ¢ 2 B{og ¥ DFRE R

FRvRO FRIBE FODPAF S ERFES GIRERZ R RS

( Lauderdale et al., 2006 ) -

A G SAERN R RRSRE G LR E I EEHP L HL A
4o BX M A k¥ ACSSuT #ﬁﬁﬁ‘dﬁ 3 277 % (46/166 ) gz i+ (57, 2005) -
Y- Bt ipaim s ﬁ » 2 ACSSuT #"rfpﬁ%‘dﬂ'l H_ib 17.3 % (44/254) (3,

2006)° A ¢ B FH BAD F 2 EFHEG I A oL E > B FTRE L B EA

Iy

2% B g 5] > 2 W 5 Ampicillin (79 %) ~ Colistin (99 % ) ~ Florfenicol

(57 % ) ~ Nalidixic acid (91 % ) ~ Sulphamethoxazole/Trimethoprim (74 %) %
Tetracycline (97 %) (55,2007 ) & 2 WA A F &L B/ P L HLIAE R R % >
¥ Tetracycline( 25 % )~ Ampicillin( 22.5 % )~ Streptomycin( 21.25 % )~ Cephalothin

(18.75 %) ~ Ceftiofur (16.25 %) fr Cefoxitin (15 %) =75 <&+ > 5 43.75 %
1N 1 s A4 B 225 %4 13 i A 4 B 11625 %
$4-6 LA 2 LB > S%H TR A2 BN e a2 e 0 F

9 $k¥ 5 3 & S.Berta ¥ 9 & 17} A A 4 FE > 2 =t £ Typhimurium fr
i 7
15



Kmm&yi¢$%4ﬁﬁﬁm$ﬁ%ﬁ&Bmmgddﬂ%@oY—%Pi#kﬁ
DAERELRL EM P N FRENR > 2% 31 %o PN 3 A i
HAl G R T b R4 kS A A Atk > 1277 PFGE st HIE kiR
PR KRR 5% (Mikanatha et al,

- RO FPLRE AN S ERE DY

2010) »

16



FI& HPARFLA TR

?ﬁ:} I M éif#ﬁ%%@‘]mﬁlg”ﬁ A A .Emﬁ? R B UL R g 54

# DNA & B~ 8 522 4 A ] (Smith and Lewin, 1993 ) « % Atk & 4 2 1T =
fa: Transformation # » *t k&7 DNA &~ F 1 FH & 2 ¢ Ak FARE &
Transduction 31 & &% % [Iiidr FEA - DNA i#:2 % 4 % N eni®* > Conjugation P
LEERLRL REFFUES > $PRELBLT - FEL T FHwF
(Giedraitiené et al., 2011)  iT % & Fl3® L F| 5 7 enfgsf > * F 3T 2 718
o % 41 7 d Stokes v Hall #-3* #-5% & £ 5 integron ( Stokes and Hall 1989 ) -
Integron §_£2 L F]+ @ (gene cassette )*7 = » ¥ i i £ - % A& f 7 (cloning)
fr& £ 4 (vector) (Hall and Collis, 1995) < § P * *14|fs Bl+¥ (restriction
mapping ) % £ % DNA /A # & 47 (heteroduplex analysis ) enf S 2 % F R > 7 0
FEALFG xi_";?’]‘#_i% ApITE AR (4o R388 & pSa)» & & - B =+ (4 Tn2l ~
Tn2603 4r Tn2424) > ikl % & 0o J_L_ngﬂnzg,ﬁt BL bRk IR
(Recchia and Hall, 1995) - @ = % integron 5's§ ¢ni% <~ % (conserved segment) ¥
3'+8 %< % (conserved segment) Ry AL F] > B2 AL %]+ ® (gene cassette ) Fi
zZ. o pw e 3 80 A A AT ™AL ¢ 7 F Aminoglycoside -
Penicillins ~ Cephalosporins ~ Carbapenems - Trimethoprim - Chloramphenicol -
Rifampin ~ Erythromycin 2 Quaternary ammonium compounds > I ¥ #cp B ¥ it 3%

A e ? (Mazel, 2006) o ¢t *t H — integron ¥ 1 HH - & 5 BREMAFF @

B

=

~ 8 F5 d0integron > Aj = § £ B A 4 > I F integron X F NG~ T
RS 4T Ry > e AFBET 26 2 b fAsEhmiE Lt (Lapierre etal., 2010) ¢

F4t o integron foik Fl+ @ & TRk FAILE P e BT PR EFLY L
17



Hi1d d o

251 FEFBATFIP ™ A XF s g
Integron & 457 313 B %< % £ (conserved segament )r ¥ « % £ % (variable
region)e ? BB R ZTF - B FBAFF @ L FF @ T2 integron ¢ Jf ke
XA o P oA & S integron ¥ CFRE G RS FEINEE BAFL R
Benzh AdFie % - BE G - Rint A% 7 #F 0 integrase fE % 0 LA R
& fix 7% (tyrosine-recombinase family ) > * 5 — fA# T30 =& 2 iT* (site-specific
recombinase ) o @ % = i 5 attsite > #* B F] fint HiT 0 ¥ X B & fF (integrase )
“hiEaie DNAEFE 0 237 F p T4 @4F» 2 30 AR ¥ 50
¥ att [site 2 attC site 2 fF e » fof% 11> H ¥ 358 5 GTTRRRY 2 - i & A& ik
TRA LA eIt B A FF R 100 % GTT e 2it ¥ FFg &
Bk d > FP T L2 BR % (site-directed mutagenesis ) #- GTT 14 &) ek 7 B~

oo Sk A tptE i E i 4 g (Hanssonetal, 1997) % = B2 § - @Az

# 3 (promoter) § # *F kA FF ® A o h b 535 r-10 F 4 eipds & )

Bl

44

AR ERAFF m e LA FAEL 208 o

-n\q,

f f
Ml % - Ae$F (P2) > 1/ active fr inactive B fEA| ;0 3 0 ¥ &35 ® % -10
T B4R~ = Bdk A T2 A P2 4e 3 A F1F W end 3 (Collis and Hall,
1995)c AT+ ® ik ATR Hfch F JEHRITF M > AFF ™ A5 - Bigd
WHE T AT W ARE R o VO AREAROERES T o A PR HE
S AL T W G B £ R Y JRiTEcd 3 (White etal., 2001) -

Integron {945 8 & 17 e @ 2 74 3] 4 ¢ 2 in I A TG B AR M e

18



y.cl

3 = 3] (Nemergut et al., 2004 ) - % — 3] integron # integrase Int 71 z 7 337 i
AR 25377 Int71-Fei=} att /1 fokxd+ 5 ¥ ¢b 5 ointegron B § Fx

=+ P2 (Hall and Collis, 1995 ) % = 7] integron 3 7" Tn7 ¢ 2 © jp Rl =3 + »
# int 72 # F1# open reading frame P} § — B4 ok % 4B 5 & ¥ it F K integrase
Tl % % ek ) integrase f¥ % (Hansson etal., 2002) - int 72 ¥ 3 318 i % &
fas Int 71 5 40 %<rke {2 (Recchia et al., 1995 )e % = 7] integron # 4~ ¢ Arakawa
T A f;gl"ffﬁ % (imipenem ) % |+ k%70 § ) (Serratia marcescens ) I 48
JOHEIH Nt 734 346 B & REEE Int 714 60 %ehk i Collis et al., 2002 )

BRAFFEm G o F - FEPBBEEAFRE S A UKD NP G e &
% integrase fELf“ 4% » integron ¥ - @ &> L & 4 fattCfratt 72 F - ¥ 7h A F]
+ @ ¥ 4 E 5 p ¢ chpromoter’ @ E_% T integron _* ¢ promoter #7340 * FRA A
FlAmerd R F WA FRERLT > T FEHEF S bldey T R hin
aminoglycosides - trimethoprim ~ chloramphenicol 2 B-lactams % f 2_ & £L %] » pt
o g bk FE w AR ehl R A R L futt 5 7 it A & (fluit and
Schmitz, 1999) A%+ ™ A £ R+ ¥ 7 - &> d A F % i base pairs |- + 5 B
base pairs 38 ° F] % #ch F]+ @ 2 gene non-coding & it~ /] ¥%4 > F]4* integron

ek B4 & F kyparihh gd# A ¥ 4 & #r3k (Recchia ans Hall, 1995) -

2.5.2 Integron 2 i T B E R &
G A p 1999 £ 3 2003 £ >t A kiRE ZE AR~ B bl
FEHE P2 SRS R AN 135 RPN BRGE 135 BRI P L FiER

integron ez #]> & % — 3] integton i) F* = F ik 41 %> @ % = 3] integron ¥ ik 0.7 %;

19



FoEg e qpdit Wenkih oo NAFEZE B B ORIR S W &P integron
(Peirano et al., 2006 ) 7 fF > & FFT 3 > 3 & RREJEA SFE B 50 B B4R F -
WS E e F LR E R - 3 %2 312 % = 3 Sintegron IR (TR E R 4

~

%% — 4] integron = % 4% F ik 76 % 0 X FIE 43 % 0 Fd % ARG RS
@ % = 4] integron 2 R 0 A HEFTEI I %P AEY 11 % $ 4
Ao B R Rl S 290 % = A integron A = A7 B ke F R R R D (Van
Essen-Zandbergen et al., 2007 ) o A7 & 747 3 > B L& A 32 P L F o BT 5 -

A4e % = 3] integron st o B % ¥ A5 X A2 integron 12 % — A B ¥ AR

it 29 % > &% = A integron 0t G H s & 7ETHR BT 0% = A integron $&F

17 % BV i G EF R 2 AP A B DR TS - o kA& AR

Streptomycin ~ Spectinomicin # Trimethoprim &= fa4 & » KisH e & i 3f 2

PRI o AATE ISR enEE de 2 f A F)Y I B integron s F]+ ® ) (San
Martin et al., 2008 ) & %9 = & 1 3+ jips 4 £+ gy PR F R e - 3

e

-4

r% = 4] ehintegron i H % % integron 1 % — A E ¥ AR 2R 32 % 0
e % = 7] integron vt HIR| P BE L S 13 %0 % = AR i1 F # B2 (Tajbakhsh
etal,2012)° % 1997-2000 & F » % R+ B0 Ve 24 B3> 2 30 30 &4 75
FOMPANFRZ e A L5 % - 4] integron R 0 2 % - 4] integron iR

Typhimurium ~ Derby ~ Muenchen ~ Worthington ~ Bere f= Muenster % i /3] ( Gebreyes

etal,2004) % R 7EG #TA 32 7 P < F 0 2 % - 3 integron & 11 F 5 61.5% >

3

% = 7] integron % 4.6 % ( Goldstein et al., 2001 ) »

F_&
e

A 5 2004 102006 ERAL SHEAS FEKEFR KEpLAA

Hrz PR SR 215tk B¢ 3242 5 % - 3] integron ihiEig 0 4 BERZ &
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A2 S. Typhimurium #7 ik )58 (75 %, 24/32) (F, 2008 ) - >+ 1997-2006 & & >
ek p e o B E ¥ g i s Fe ¢ 3 Serratia marcescens~Salmonella
enterica serovar Choleraesuis ~ Aeromonas spp. ~ Pseudomonas spp. ~ Acinetobacter
spp ~ Stenotrophomonas maltophilia ~ Chryseobacterium spp. ~ Burkholderia cepacia -
Enterobacter cloacae ~ Escherichia coli ~ Klebsiella pneumoniae ~ Sphingobacterium

|

Jin
]

spiritivorum % 3 £ 3 ot > & 4% PCR sl RIBHRFART 7 % - ~ - fr
integron AL FIRE B 7 F > 2% % -~ = 4] integron ik 1) F " 0% P Ay -

4] integron &R 4 (%, 2009 ) 3 o A F & oer e g e 71 5 Salmonella
Choleraesuis > 12 % — %] integron #& 71 F & § 5 81.7 %> % = ~ = 4] integron ik
F 5 0% (Leeetal.,2008)° ¥ ¢t » & %]z % 2002 2 2006 & » it L 0@
7T % - 3] integron #B] 0 3T 2002 # H# B 41 70 %3] 2006 # P2 64

%O

253 AR ™2 T HEN
wd A FF integron 2 FRRAT A F B AT ¢ B E R PIRA L TR
(Changetal,2007) s AF5 5 i 7 K F+ ® it AR E AL - LAFTAEHE2
DR R R A Fe Al 9% - 3] integron ‘FK &% 40 Fr e aadAl (100 %,
10/10 )47 2 F]> 3L F s )% F aadA % A 7138 ¢ $t Streptomycin v Spectinomicin
T AL G R #E L A % - A integron -~ 7‘;’5 = 3 20 Gl e B N =L 1)
dfrAl-satl-aadAl (100 %, 6/6) il ¥ mE+ § dfrAl $L% & F4 Trimethoprim o
FAE G EE o Vo Tt §osatl 4% A F1E Streptothricin fLpE#]) L %

2 (San Martin et al., 2008 ) - Lapierre ¥ % 45 1} & % et | }F*J% e R R
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Byfa, w2 & T ARG A F SRRIZ TR % - 3 integron 2 o
ZAF) > i3 2005 & TR R B A F] 0 S kiR oxa 2 dfrAl R E LT @
&= AP EadF - Fa Rk FlE A 2 58 S dfrAl-satl-aadAl (Lapierre et al., 2010) o
LEWAIAHIR AR BAFRF G 22 5% el g 350 2P 5 - )
integron 1% H 4% % 0 A A WG 75 %fr 22 %3k dfrAl-aadAla #i% 2L 7
@ % = 7] integron P &_dfrA-2sat2-aadAl #E A F R X HEFHE S LHE
&5 5 77 %4e 50 % (Van Essen-Zandbergen et al., 2007 ) o f % B4 > + B+
% I E 3 integron s UK “];%]’*p = fix '}j.?'- A » % 5 Derby ~ Muenchen v
Worthington » ¥ 4 I Aig 4t & 3] integron p 1) 3. aadAl #i% AL ] » ¥ ¢t oxa30
% PB-lactamase 7% £ ¥ P] 7 ) 3 A Muenchen ¢z Al ( Gebreyes et al., 2004 ) »
oo FHE NS F D integron A F1F 247 2 I Aminoglycosides
Trimethoprim ~ Sulfamethoxazole ~ B-lactam antibiotics ~ Chloramphenicol ~ Rifampin ~
Quarternary compounds % Erythromycin % # )3 cr3 % 2k F] 73 % integron <74k F]+
moh o i H AFRAG 30447 Fene s it > 2P dfrAl2-orfF -aadA2 2 L 7
FEEEY L (%,2009) 2 & #p 7 L rL Hen S, Choleraesuis © £ integron

#7 % ek 1+ @ 12 dfrA12-orfF -aadA2-Sull & % 2 - it 24 % (Hsu et al., 2006 ) °

FE PSRV AE - % - 3] integron A F]+ ® ) 2 aadAl F# A FECE L o
@ % = 7] integron & F]+ = p 2 dfrAl-satl-aadAl & F 2 o
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LI S E o

- & FERARE
AR HA20I1I£40 220028 17 F (£9MB2 )s po f@fertdiz s
P S 2 B~ KR PRI o ARl 424 &
- pEfEEit 150 & > p - pdSsrEis 179 & o [z‘;]f’}@?])\i}g(ﬁ__ n
Wi 05 B HRRMPEHE G FR b L  F o ER RN
o fMEBA M ANB53308 2% 8 58RI BHEA B4 EL]
BHed o Fohs SEAFRYAPRNNITRIPNFHEAN L EAHP TS L8

2011 # 47 3 2012 & 1 » @ o

311 &R A

(1) 74

- PSRRI TR o TS %IEW R F R A e e R 2 0 B AR 2N
R B o R R T 7 g F TR B 5 Rt -
#£ F# ¥k K (whirl-pak bag ) ¢ <= F & F 4 % 100 ml buffered peptone
water (BPW, Acumedia, USA) ] » & F#e e K > 12} BRI H
L33 10§50 P Bk A2 BPW e 2R & F R I TR T 30 448
o BB E e BIH3 B 10ml 23 13ml & FE ¢ o0 i 37+
1 Crx4#HM#EFE 100~140 rpm £ F 2 % 1812 /] pF o

A TSNER R IRE A G o T 7 FIFRE > LR T PR R

Si 3 8HF > e FEIMIBPW 2 k- % FF M > 12 vortex
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> 20 3741 T & 4o g 100~140 rpm £LF 5 & 1842 ]

fon
‘—i)’k

(2) BB H# 1
G L E FE F A E225mIBPW 3R A UM T R A SR o 5B 25 g
SR 2 B TR o B T B IF A  EE 100~140 rpm R 32930 A 4 s

100~140 rpm £ (. 1/4 Bl )32 & 1842 /] po

B2 3741 C A& 0
A %225 mlBPW 3R AR ¢ AP R A Sl o f2B~ 25 g

LR L EHEF
GUflip ~ B UL o2 B AT R T i 100~140 rpm R 35 30 A 4w (S
(5 1/48) 2% 1812 /]

BT 371 C & 5024 :# 100~140 rpm %L F

E“E o
MR Y Y 0 B~ 190 ml BPW £k @ # ‘f‘z_E'_.f‘T%\ii;ﬂ%

¥R Bt E - By
PiRfeiog o F RN FTE T 30 A48 X F R BB 10ml A L 13 ml
RFEE 0 B0 3741 T4 o ki 100~140 rpm £ E 35 £ 1842 o B o
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CEE RN B TR <3
321 HPA Eﬁik\rﬁf% &

BPW 2/ i 18 /] PFerid i A3 & 15 0 B~ 0.1 ml en@ 33 %% 4 » 3 10 ml
Rappaport-Vassiliadis (RV ) broth (Difco,USA ) » & 2x % »> 41.5+1 Ceg % 45 > 14
&g 100~140 rpm £LEF R E 2443 P pF o U E 4 r I ml mE A RI 10 ml
Muller-Kauffman tetrathionate (MKTT ) broth ( Oxoid, UK) » ** 37+1°C 732 % 4§ >
vl E 100~140 tpm B E 3 & 2443 [ BF o 52T Kk #32 & 15 ch RV & MKTT broth
S &R EP 1 KRR 0 e % F72 % xylose lysine deoxyeholate (XLD) agar

( Difco,USA ) % bismuth sulfite agar ( BSA, Difco,USA ) > ¥ *x % >+ 37 Cr % 45 »
BA2 ) FERZFFAEAL -XIDBEAADL NP LRHRFAE I FHE A ?

SEABERNE (HS) b F A m S AF2 ¢ oRE RS FF - L A

B A Apd A idhd EERABP LA LI T A2 K
Pl o Md FO P RNEL S R AT ERAASFA RS SIS LAFTE

§3 8 R P MR AR BHMRFES RS

322 PR A MEL
F-4aE 02 F)E A & & TSA 1+ > i {5 triple sugar-iron( TSI )agar( Difco,USA )~
sulfide-indole-motility ( SIM ) medium (Remel.USA) ¥? lysine decarboxylase broth

( Difco,USA ) z_ 4 i g2
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TSIA: MEfasPPE - FiE > T TSIRAALT 26 T 23 > P44
nHEZFA BRI CrEHY 24 o
SIM: 1A ety pe i = F7E 55 PIRE AR T 23035 K 24 LRI i L
- i Kovacs’ indole reagent -

Lysine decarboxylase: 11 48444 Fji5 i (7 464615+ L P F oI BT 5 % o

323 PR ,fg:i
fA iR (O4h) Hhipl
5% A4 (0) 4=w F38% (Polyvalent somatic O test )
(1) B 5% rkfd > dew g B kP RIRB I o
Q) 3k ¥ P -
(3) &4 TSA B & 4 2443 /|2 7% » 2 P4 iFHY VA FFE T 508
FHET -
(4) ™ e g & 1 BB~ 5~10 ul Salmonella O Antiserum PolyA-I & Vi( Difco, USA)

AL BFT AN EAEER (1) R E - g R

F.

iF
£33 o
G)rnisHEEP N1 L& AR BRR
I F Je-fFik s A A TA R 0 IR R AR
fFE-FpRE Al FEERE > TR Gk
(6) >t 3 S4B ) = A RE
B ~% (O) 4w j7:#5% (Monovalent somatic O test)

4k & #-2 & B 2 Salmonella O Antiserum PolyA 7 PolyG ~ Salmonella O
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Antiserum Group (A~B~C1~C2-DI1~D2~El1~E2 % ) 2 Salmonella O Antiserum
Factor £ 4F ™} &Rl 3 - * ridg LF A2~ & 7% (Group) %2 H § 8 R

(Factor) » & I #x3i) F* < F F 4R o

WLk (HiR )
JpE (H) % I4p+ika i73:8% (Serological polyvalent flagellar (H) phase I
test )
(1) pAupFE2 %R P AAEL R % - R BEFRIZ PR
#& % 3 ml tryptic soy broth (TSB, Difco, USA) e FzEd p 7 > 37 C
BE 18 B |-
(2)4c » % £ 0.6 %355 +h4 1 & B -k % (1000 ml £ 0.85 % NaCl i i 4c 6 ml
135% 9 FEAR ) T RS0 CEE-REY Kig 1> B p i Flaa
ENT
(3)4 %P~ 0.5 ml 2 Salmonella H Antiserum Poly A ~E (Difco, USA) I # j:#
¥ £ 0.6 % Formaline saline ¥ T {5 e P~ 0.5 ml 4e » KX F fiut i 2 3¢
¢ o
(AFE 2250 CHEE-kH? EFRFFRERRZ > 2805 1540430 ~482
VB o LR S ARG R oo
(5) ik ih + LB
BiF -7 2 FRAEET 2
R o-Rlfics p
(6)% 2 B F Ri& 5@ * Salmonella H Antiserum (a,b,c,r % ) (Difco, USA)
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% Salmonella H Antiserum single factor (2,5,6,7 ) ( Difco, USA) £ 4§ } it 4&
B E 0 B2 HRBIAIE T ApHLE R o
. (H) % MAp+ik o 7325 (Serological polyvalent flagellar (H) phase test)
(1) BEFRFAEF T 7 S48+ -
Q) THR-EAFE AT T EE P i Craigie tube ©
(3) peEp 7% [4p H R 2 #in i3 0.5 ml &2 £ F & (Semi-soild) 3 ml TSB
(7 03agar) *»&FFE» > TREHS
(4) ™4+ %P~ Craigietube » & % = #H B2 W RGEF S TSB P o
(5) FHEAIFARL  MBREEPFE-FEFRTIARFT T B E AL 2
B RN 37 CEERARYRERAE > *0 [ FRE- > LI FHKR
MFE A G B RAN 23 mm ko
(6) M EEFBEPFI 3ml2 TSB? > 537 ClEERHE? B L 67 8B/
o

(7) B EHIRIEAFS T AU LR 2 el » 3 He Rl D % AP IS FLR
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Bz & P S HR S R
ARSI Py Mg e 2 (the disc diffusion susceptibility test ) > * i
Kirby-Bauer # 2 (Baur et al, 1996) > & 7 j# [t & A4 Bl o < |2
(‘susceptibility ) = H # FrAe T
W TSA P EFES I - [ RBIRFTSB BT wEREH
1203741 CHRA 18-24 /o 2 %15 TSB AR MAEF2IEZGR kA 0§k

A& 0.5 MacFarland unit - ] % & ?ﬁﬁw “HRA_TSB ¢ ki & *ﬁ"];‘,’é y R B RS

~F

3 0% 4R35 & % 5 mm Mueller - Hinton agar (Difco, USA) + » b+ i &l #

FEHE

<5

Ar@gitl4ar A @EEF2ZFL S22 28337 CHE 24 /)
P ARISRIE R S e | Bl E AL 0 2 WTRA 2 F &% 2R84 (Clinical and
Laboratory standards Institue, CLSL ) 2_ 3§ 75 % % #H47/% # 5‘? ( Performance Standards
for Antimicrobial Disk Susceptibility Tests) > 4 47w F¥de g # af £ (2.2 g £ 42 o
AR ETR Y ZFAF B R F S E S (Oxoid, USA) » frH kR 4T #7157
(ng/disc ) : Ampicillin (10 pg, AMP10 ) ~ Ceftriaxone (30 pg, CRO30 ) ~ Ciprofloxacin
(5 pg, CIP5) ~ Kanamycin (30 pg, K30 ) -~ Oxytetracycline (30 pg, OT30 ) ~
Spectinomycin (100 ug, SH100 ) ~ Streptomycin ( 10 pg, S10) ~ Tetracycline (30 nug,
TE30 )~ Sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim ( 1.25/23.75 pg, SXT25 )~ Trimethoprim (5 pg,

W5) -
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Fr & UREPFRRAY S B RAELA T
3.4.1 Genomic DNA 3 Bjifg
i¢ * DNeasy Blood &Tissue Kit (QIAGEN, Germany) % P~ f* < 2 Genomic
DNA » # Zx 4o :
(1) %Atk £ 2 10mITSB # » B 37CEER % % 24 | pF o
Q) BALFR B~ 1ml B> o g @ -2 7500 rpm s 10 4~ 480 3 FiR e

(3) 4t » 180 plALT i3 % » %

e
=

g P T2 pellet R &35 o

(4) *c » 20 pul proteinase K » ¥ e & 3o ¥ BB REMA &R > FEFEF® 34

{%;

(5) fE% 245 > £ 40~ 200 pl AL % 200 pl 100 %Fp & AR 4 3 o

(6) ™ Pipet #-¢ p 3R R &£353 15 0 § 3% column 0 12 8000 rpm Aes 1 A 4E > F
collection tube ® ;3 /% o

(7) #& 7 collection tube > 4r 500 ul AW % 7% » 14 8000 rpm &L 1 4 45 o

(8) # collection tube ¥ /% %, £ 4% #7: collection tube> 4r 500 ul AW2 /% 7% » 12 14000
rpm B 3 44 e

(9) 3 collection tube ¥ 7% % » £ #HATHUCE o g > 4e S0 pl TE 73 7% > 2 8000 rpm
ol Ao MEHSEF PN G DNA-

(10) & r Az e & » % £ & 3+ ND-1000 spectrophotometer ( Nanodrop Technology,
USA) B DNA JE B 4 2115 2 Genomic DNA MginH ER 2B R o

(11) #74 B~ Genomic DNA &k & ¥ 3t -20 C*¥ %5 o
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342 FHFHATFIE2 4R

AR R A& A R E prsasy & i (polymerase chain reaction ; PCR ) & i 7B] &
AT £ 7 aadAl ~ dfrAl ~ PSE ~ Sull - tetA ~ tetB ~ TEM 2 Class 1 integron ¥ <
BHATF LRI A T RER 51 4T
A ¥ H % (Aminoglycosides) #up#l A& 7]
aadAl (Madsen et al., 2000 )

aadAl-F GTG GAT GGC GGC CTG AAG CC

aadAl-R  AAT GCC CAG TCG GCA GCG

aadAl izl 513 & w4 ik B o F $ Spectinomycin f- Streptomycin sfd % 14 2K
B pGR o B ks B S 528 bp -
& @ #g (Sulfonamides) Fu i+ A 7]
dfrAl ( Toro et al., 2005 )

dfrAl-F GGAGTGCCAAAGGTGAACAGC
dfrAl-R GAG GCGAAG TCT TGG GTAAAAAC

Sull (Sandvang et al., 1998 )
Sul1-F CTT CGA TGA GAG CCG GCG GC
Sul1-R GCAAGG CGG AAA CCC GCG CC
dfrAl iz je 51+ E_ik B o ¥t Trimethoprim s | 2L F] 7 B Rask 3+ 1 g )
ken i B 367 bp e Sul 1izke sl & ik R F ¥ Sulphonamides s | AL ] %
Bk o Bt d ken B LS 436 bp o
= %3 SEALE R A T

tetA (Ng etal., 2001 )
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tetA-F  GCTACATCCTGCTTG CCTTC

tetA-R CAT AGA TCG CCG TGA AGA GG
tetB (Ng etal., 2001 )

tetB-F TTG GTT AGG GGC AAGTTT TG

tetB-R  GTA ATG GGC CAATAA CAC CG

tetA 51 ¢ Hew TR 4t R N E o R R R FErakR o KNl

FT PR L % B4 s S tetB ¢ - k% &7 Minocycline 1 #4241 > ot A FTF
c4 £ %> Minocycline #1# 14 (Vilaetal., 1993 )o # @73 tg ) ke F oo w5 210
bp (tetA) % 659 bp (tetB) -
o P fpdiesg (B-lactam) A& 7
TEM ( Carlson et al., 1999 )

TEM-F GCA CGA GTG GGT TAC ATC GA

TEM-R GGT CCT CCG ATC GTT GTC AG
PSE (Faldynova et al., 2003 )
PSE-F TAG CCA TAT TAT GGA GCC TC
PSE-R TTAACTTTT CCT TGC TCA GC
TEM-1 %% Ampicillin 2 % — 878037 5 % S8 B4 F] ¥ B ok 35 B 08 if
g LS 311 bp o PSE H s i 0 ke £ 5 321 bp o
RAPFRAF BAMA S 30ul F RGBT &2 A 5E £ 2X Green
Master MIX (GoTaq®) B~ 15pul> 313 22 0.75ul (2513 B AL 0.25uM) »
- 5 Genomic DNA 5ul (50 ng/ul) » 12 & = =& Z4-K4F 1 8.5 ul {5 > #

FRei 323 R EEEARBERE? (GeneAmp PCR System9700 ) o 3% €A% 3¢
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4o 095 CHr# 5 24 fER B DNA > 781231 95C ™ 30 4/ @ DNA %¥
t4 (Denaturaion ) » ** 30 §;# 31+ 4: & (Annealing) ( 74235 Table 2 )
72°C » 30 §5 ¢ DNA 2f & (Extension )’ & #% 28 = » #1563+ 72°C » 5 ~ 48
Weh it £ E D ehF RIAE o
¥ - 423 (Class1integron ) &4
5’CS -GGC ATC CAA GCA GCA AG-
3’CS -AAG CAG ACT TGA CCT GA-

TE ARy A2 [ﬁk Arig * g3l 3 Frid class 1 integron 2. 7% ( Lévesque et
al., 1995) - 4 313 2 #2195 integron m#‘w’%ﬁ_;‘:‘é;{;* 5l F B - A5
conserved segment > ¥ — % i~ # 3’ =87 conserved segment > ¢t ¢k d 3Tig S % primer
iz ¥ {7 S =4 conserved segment = 3" =4 conserved segment (HE R i A

@ PCR # tg 17 3| e ¥ i»i‘us z 7 integron f= [ conserved segment ¥ 1% £ F
3R ix o F]p PCR 7 ¥ 12 1P| 3 integron » F PFs ¥ ;ﬁ PCR & $ e B+ | R3f
% integron ¥ iy 7 F N F]E ®oandep & L] o

FEFRH F BEAMAFAF S 30pb F B3RP &4z £ 5 :2X Green Master
MIX(GoTag®) % 15ul>313 22 0.6 ul( 23513 kR 5 025 uM ) - 5 Genomic
DNAS pl (50 ng/pl) » ™ & Fj= = Z 4 k4t 2 88 ul {8 » #F 303 R £ ¥ 30f
K %% E? (GeneAmp PCR System 9700) © 3% TAZ: 40 » 95 CHe# 5 4 4814 2
BB DNA > 281532 95 'C™ 30 457 DNA %1% (Denaturaion) > 60 C+r# > 30
#yit 51+ 34L& (Annealing) > 72 °C » 30 #;#¢ DNA 2 & (Extension) % #% 28

T B T2 Co S s BAUR R DDF BT o



343 PCR A § &
(1) e 1.5 %% A% » §2P~ agarose ;3> 1X TBE ¥ fmig @ » I * Bl Jp Se £
Bt 0 BT 55 Cokip ¢ iR (S 4v » Syber Green (&) 1:10000) ;2 £323 -
R R R R R -
(2) #9%% 8 ~ TAHP > B> IXTBE ¥ g @
(B)itr Spl A3 BHEAS 3T AW - 3> ¥ 8 R AL~ 5ulPCR A F T k
WA B3t e o

(4) £ DARES % 100V TR 1485 A § E @ %55 40 A b o

344 AFIRIIGALH

5P R TR ATIE P DNA B R AA T § AT i E
¥ 4% — 4p 30 & 4758 BLAST (Basic Local Alignment Search Tool ) ® 4% & 4§ %+

T
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FIH NENR ALY F RRARFRATEI R L
3t integron

% - =c Kty * Class | integron 313+ 12 & 2 WtgA 4 > S A4 53 T (79
B BFRVFLAFIGP SIS 0 &% 2 S o J 2 nested PCR § 5 5

# R PCR ZH MG > Flpt i 40 22 B F enw a o B R 1T e T o

3.5.1 First round PCR

FEPr R4 F RAKMA S 30l F B3R &3 a a7 £: 2X Green Master
MIX(GoTagq®) 4 15 ul> 313 &2 % 0.6 pl( 2 315 kR 5% 0.25 uM ) H-4 5 Genomic
DNA 5ul (50 ng/ul) > 12 [f = = 46 Kat 2 8.8 ul i4 » #-F 353 R & B0
BEHRED o K TARN 40T 295 Tt 5 A 2R % DNA > K530 95 C
30 #y7¢ DNA %1+ > 60 C4e#t > 30 #5251 37468 » 72 °C » 30 #i¢ DNA 2t & -

f PR 28 =t 0 Beis 3 72 C S5k BRuEE 2>k AR o

3.5.2 # * Gel/lPCR DNA Fragments Extraction kit

(1) A %A% 23 300mg 443 1.5ml g~ F ¢ > 4~ 500 pl DF Bufferc {5
o grigth 60 CRF10 448 (F 2 44393 5 94H) -

(2) F* = {8 > P800 ul i3 fZ=% 48 > = DF Column > 2 14000 rpm &g 1 4 45 ©

(3) # collection tube ® ;%% > 4¢ 400 ul W1 Bufferc > 12 14000 rpm &< 1 4 48 °

(4) 3 collection tube ® ;% j% > 4r 600 ul Wash Bufferc> % F 1 & 45> £ 12 14000 rpm

%ﬁ:u 1 Ay\ﬁ_o
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(5) # collection tube ¥ %% > 12 14000 rpm #< 3 4~ 45 o
(6) £ 4= DF Column » ¥ 3z ¥|#7¢7 1.5ml = ¢ + » P~ 40 pl Elution Bufeer » % # 3

&g fs 0 11 14000 rpm Hes 2 4 45

3.5.3 Second round PCR(nested PCR)

FEFRH F BEARMFAEE30ul> F BB R? &4z £: 2X Green Master
MIX (GoTaq®) B~ 15 pul> 313 2% 075 pl (& 313 EREE 025 upM) > HF 4
Genomic DNA 5 pl (50 ng/pl) » 12 & = =% Z& 4 k47 2 8.5l £ » #F 4353 7
EEERBREY R AAESAT 95 Cheft 5 240 2 B% DNA > R ie
95°C ™ 30 4y 7® DNA %1+ 530 5% 31 F 38 (LB A Fensl 3 4L 8 TR
Table 2) > 72°C » 30 ) & DNA &t £ » X {53k 28 =t » # {530 72°C 5 » 4> #-A

R DNF R o
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o st 2

AFT 3 € * SAS 9.1.3 service pack 4 & i7 § Z 4 #z#& ¥ (Fisher Exact Test) » 1/
AT SR - P SRRSO - PR 2 P PE A T ol

FrR b2 BF LR (P<005)-
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£

AFTE T 2011-2012 & o e S E R REH - PRI A0 pel

B R AEFNPNHAR T ARTSEO0RE HinF RET L VP AR
FAEd g BRFEF 1o BP 48RP CEA D - PRI 3 R
PR YD A3 - PR RERADRNE 3 3BRITPAHAE B
1RV A B A4 R R G 1l B4 BRIV NAA S - Pt
HAZBRIPNEAMD A0 - PRRE CRBEHRARE T LRI A&
pAEL S 3RV N A AR R

- DA AT G o RS- PR 150 £ 0 & 5 LA G 1 Bk

Ao B30 B ASPED 2RO UE BART L 6.7 % (2/30); p F- p L
B 1798 F S BRI ITBHRA & 4E5 1T BHRA> 2362 kirdg
B3RP F s 5 83%(3/36) Whe 2 RfE- B acHRILT 95 &
S GG TBHEA S 2IVEAZ 192 F ALY LH o

Fobo ARSI DITRAIFPARAEEFAE B9 - p&fas - -
PoSP R A PESBI L RBOTA B P A A H R 2F T HRE 3 ke
At PASE R B 1T BREARD IR VE AT L 17.6% REHK
RS G0 ABIH OIS o 3R TR ETAR ) B 2R A BT 0
TRABEA AR A AT ERED IO FBREAREN I RIPAE A8F 63 %
B FEHOIA o AR AN AR PN B KR 6 3HRA D Bl 1

WA BEE > A4 A u L 10%E 23 %o
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B- 8 9P R T e
I A Y S 3D 22 195 X F 5 White-Kauffmann-Le Minor Scheme = #*
g palang 214 A% S fis FAlelan T Baidl o AN A B HS
Typhimurium (5/22,22.7 %) » C1 # 1 Livingstone (2/22,9.1 % ) > C2 # ¢ Newport
(1/22,4.5% )~ Albany (7/22,31.8 % ) > D1 ## & Enteritidis ( 2/22, 9.1 % ) ~ Pullorum
(3/22, 13.6 %) ~ E4 ¥ e Dessau (1/22, 4.5 %) - # ¢ 12 Albany ~ Typhimurium -
Pullorum % 3 A4 5 % L ¥ *b 1 $Ri2 5 Fa*r oA B > B4 & /%%1( 1/22,4.5 % )e
i3 P DA s IR > R P BRSO 1 RO PR 2w A& S
#8 > ¢ 35 Albany ~ Typhimurium ~ Pullorum ~ Enteritidis ~ Livingstone o F #3111
WP ESTR 2 & i Als 7 480 ¢ 48 Typhimurium ~ Albany ~ Pullorum -
Enteritidis ~ Livingstone * Dessau * Newport ¥ ¢t » & % o chE do f enip & g >
- p# s Pullorum(37.5 %, 3/8 )&% 5+ 3 — p # 3% & 12 Typhimurium( 33.3
%, 2/6 ) §= Albany (33.3 %, 2/6) &% % o $p3H %8 > o 2 Albany (62.5 %, 5/8)

B R
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CER LR V3 TR 10 F PSR
2 Ampicillin ~ Ceftriaxone - Ciprofloxacin ~ Kanamycin - Spectinomycin »
Streptomycin ~ Sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim ~ Trimetroprim ~ Oxytetracycline ~
Tetracycline % 10 féie 7 A W22 BRI PPRFRE TR R K RS o 1
#5 CLSI (Clinical and Laboratory standards Institue ) =& {7 2] 2 » 11 2 j& ~ ] %
ARHEY 2 F 5% 4~ 5 £ 5 12 (susceptible ) ~ #4id (resistant ) 2 ¢ ¥ (&
(intermediate ) = f&.5% % > @ & F S #-E FFup ! *%Ep’? FAz e PR
FAE G B o 21 BREF L S - IR L 5 F > 12 95% (21/22) ¢
R A PRHSERE R ARI DRI ARG 6RI S He fAdn

B L 3 B 8 545% (6/11); F B 11D PN ET 7THI © #He i

ET

A2 RE b 63.6 % (T/11) e ik H cnE iR chi BB 0 Ait- PR
s

il

I ste BARER L G REN S 125 % (1/4) P F- HEI e AR
AL FEM S R 25% (1/4); <~ - p#efaits  He BIEAH L § REL
W 25% (1/4)> 30— p & I > He AmH L § > i 100% (3/3) ¢
¥ #F 4% Fisher’s exacttest \" o~ P &2 SR EBE R RV P L F HREME
B4 EELSLE (P<0.05)-

- P& Es Ampicillin (75 %, 6/8) ## {4+ & B » H# =t £_Streptomycin ( 62.5
%, 5/8); % *— p #F & % Ampicillin (100 %, 6/6) #ZE ¥ i B » H =
Oxytetracycline ( 66.7 %, 4/6 )~ Tetracycline ( 66.7 %, 4/6 ) ~ Trimetroprim ( 50 %, 3/6 ) ~
Sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim ( 50 %, 3/6 ) §= Streptomycin (50 %, 3/6 ) &3 = & >

2 Ampicillin( 87.5 %, 7/8 )~ Oxytetracycline( 87.5 %, 7/8 )~ Tetracycline( 87.5 %, 7/8 )

M 5§ > 2 =X &_Trimetroprim (75 %, 6/8 ) ~ Sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim ( 75
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%, 6/8)c &V N F FA SRR E 0 - PR E A <t p#ad
Hoera ggd K eh 5 4k Typhimurium > I % $e A b ade f# & 5 @t 2 P 5
2 th¥t 8 ILF B L F 4 > 4 W L Ampicillin ~ Kanamycin ~ Spectinomycin »
Streptomycin ~ Sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim - Trimetroprim - Oxytetracycline ~
Tetracycline » # = 5 Albany > B] 2 > 437 f07 } e AH| L 5 @b o ¥ b o g

- p #fspir e #ah Pullorum #f Streptomycin £ 100 % (3/3) e 4 o
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FZ& HPVHA R FEFLA TR

AR 22 RV X 0 MR & R4 F i (polymerase chain reaction, PCR) 1%
#] Class 1 integron ~ aadAl ~ aphA- 7ab ~ dfrAl ~ PSE-1 ~ Sull - TEM -~ tetA - tetB
£ 9 fmIE AT -
431 FEEA FHR R

R IR AT L F R A F] 2 % 0 #54F Spectinomycin {- Streptomycin £
FF# 0 @ * aadAlF {r aadAIR # i 315+ > F £ 5 aadAl % A FIR| 73 g 0k
IR RSP ES 528 bpr AFSRY £ S RO LNFERBEE & 227 %
(5/22)° kiR > 6 > BB 2 L A- P8I 20— PRRLZ BEKNY
wAEWPBY aadAl FEL T P R - P REER . A - P RTZREK
iR aadAL B AT I F A w5 50% (2/4)67% (2/3)~25% (1/4) -

BV SE g B A F1 S w0 5% Sulphonamides sy & 0 % * SullF e
SullR #5313 » F £ 3 Sull FZE A AR 3 bg  Ren P B4 B 5 436 bp o #
FER? G SR UEERBALE i 5227 % (5/22) 0 kiR 6 o fBIRH2
e A- PRI - PEALZRBRWOSUIL FREAFR N F > A 85
0% (0/4)~33% (1/3)~50% (2/4); P 32— p &2~ =30 —- p#Lp e 2
BB OSULFEZLA TS > 252 0% (0/4)~0% (0/3)~50% (2/4) -
- AT Al G 0 71K Albany FHAT § 5 $ade iRl 41 Sull AL 7] Hepn
w AR E KRS Sull # A F] o 454 Trimethoprim effF®| - @ * dfrALF {r
dfrAIR fa % 313 » F &5 dfrAl FZ R FIR 1 g ) ke B4 0] &5 367 bp »

AA%E G THROPSHERBEF b £32% (722) Xk~ 5 o iz i
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B h- P8 A - PRRL 2 BERUDAALIEAFR I F > A w50
% (0/4)~33% (1/3)~75% (3/4); P g2 e - p#FLIE 30— P &R
5 e e dfrAL SR A TR O 20 A w5 25%(1/4)~0 %(0/3)~50 %(2/4) -
BAMOAR AT 5 0 € * tetAF frtetAR fa s 515 > F B F tetA A ¥
BIorsf gt ken B AL 55 210 bpo AF %Y BE G 2RI P VEHERBEF
B b9 % (2/22) kiR 6 o JENHE2 - PR <0 - PEBLIRERK
FR Y mER 0 tetA JRBH AT o p FH-2 - P MR E B AR tetA
FLEAT R k3t PRz ER KRBT L 67% (2/3) i * tetBF
frtetBR w i 513 > FE 5 tetB i@ A FIR#T v R e P X [ B 5 659 bp 2
Ao AR REF THROPCHERBWE & #32% (7/22) Kk 5 o
BRI 2 L h- PRERE- - PHRLZRE ROt BREATR N 5
A A 25% (1/4)~0% (0/3)~25% (1/4); p 332 fp 8 - p & fig ~ < 3
- PRELZRBHRE B RELATIR I F 0 A5 5 50%(2/4)67 % (2/3)~
25% (1/4) -
o N FRRE R E AL T2 G 0 £ Ampicillin 2 ¥ - #E e 5 F A
% TEMF 4o TEMR #3313 » 35 2 4 TEM $@ ;L FR] oo g ke eh 2 80X ) iy
2311bps Az BxG ILRHPNFHERBEF B & 50% (1122) - kiR
S F o B e A PRI A P RL 2 BB KA TEM E A T
BWdiF o A s 50% (2/4)~67% (2/3)~25% (1/4) ;5 F g2 308 4 - p &4
AL - PRRLZBEBRBOTEMAE A NR I F > A w % 25%(1/4)100
% (3/3)~50% (2/4) - i¢ * PSEF 4r PSER #i 5 515 » & £ 4 PSEL #n# A FIR|#1

HtE kR A s 320 bpo AFHY £ F 6P N HLREEE o ik
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27% (6/22)° Xih> o > ARF 2 e - PEHIE - <30 - PHRLZE R
B PSELFE AT s F A% 5 0% (04)~33% (1/3)~75% (3/4): p
2 - P <t PR ELR Y 2P PSELFEAT L AR KRNI

B9 PSEL i A %] k% 50% (2/4)

4.3.2 Class 1 Integron # iR]

12 PCR # 7| Class lintegron **7) F* X 2 i3 i) 97 * chil 3 fe o wl i
i 5’# % 3’#% conversed segments 1T central variable region s o F]pt Hi tg P
B [ g ghon 3t class lintegron ship e A F Y ™ 2 @ 77 - 20 ¥ § &
600 ] 2000 bp ¥ N IRI A S o AT B H 24k L2 AL R KRR 4
275 < > 1 PCR i B integron 7% &fi?) > B % 5 9tk (1641 %) 7 8 tgiF
| PCR A4 o &7 Ip 3| e cPHIEZ > ok p fAFEH-5 5 integron 17/ * X /73 4
B’ 36 % (4/11); F #3H-5 5 integron cH7) P X H7F Stk 1645 % (5/11) -
AR B - PEFEIEE P Fi5E P class | integron (0/8) 0 2 % 3t
- P #AFE P FLR A & D class lintegron v # A Bl 5 33 % (1/3) 22 67 %
(2/3)° 337k > @ > class 1 integron #& 1 5 5 75 % (6/8) »

¥ ¢t 4] % nested PCR H i B I |2 AL F14_F & integron 2o ; H (% Jp

TP o % - Mg o3l @& * Class lintegron 51+ 1 & 4 B tg A 4 >
AP G RTRRAREI . RER Y RBESAFFPRF 0 BT E D Ko d
nested PCR 7 @ X # R . PCR 2 3ty > Flpt " i1 22 B B F Benv i fd o B %

2o caadAlFAFE A FI LG SHROVPCUFLIMBEF B 2P 5 31k A integron &

o k60 % dfrALFLE A F1£ § THRV P SR RIS &2 ¢ 61k & integron
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26 o ik 86 % PSEEATIE G 6 BRIV X FERBMEE 5o B 4 6t
integron 26 > 1 100% : SUll FBE R Fl1& 5 SHRIVP A HERBEE K 2P 5
5tk e integron Z & 0 ik 100 % TEM R ZE A Fl& 5 11 RSP AL REEF &

2P 3 5Hkhintegron B o ik 45 % ; tetA 2 tetB #i# AL F] % & & integron B o o

7~
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LEE S

AXABP 2011 £ 47 3 2012& 17 60 d 2 MAEEFE (n=150) ot
RS (n=179) “TR fTIeh- B AEIE 0 2 B~ RREL - PSR
(n=95) (T4 Ay P Ak c BRFESS > BP LG 329 & pashp
Ho AR 66 B A F YRR SR UE S A Rt R REZ - PSR %
95 & - paskrIr A X 19 B A F P X ALRIP LR

LS RO AF AR R T AR RS G0 17 $R S
FRefav e Rhle S G RS2 - p#ERES L 2RIV P N F 3 -
e s 3IROPNE B REAHN ARDP N E P RS - P&
HABN IR NE A2 - P#R AR IR P VE REKRHEARD 4
WD B e T R B R AN 2P N F A L P ahE B
FELDEL - REARNBHZ TR AT FTRP R RE F YRR -
B E R AR G R

¥ AP S FLE R FE

DEAHRERL AP ABRRE AR BRI AR S
At 8 kiR b d# s 59 pRAMTEE S TP ARG F 2 RR
HERBAF R RBFDPANRAD LR AR LRS- P 8 (0=150)>
EAF30BHRASYPEN 2RI LE BRSBTS 6.7 % (2/30); F HE- p &
B (n=179) > A % 36 B4 A A H D 3RV P E o BA YT 5 83% (3/36);
BB~ 2 RORAE- B CHEE (n=95) 0 A 19 Bk A RIA SN X

foosman ¥ A T Y o F¥FiEC 2 - PR RS (n=150) - p SR
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(n=150)~ - p &% (n=150) - p & v (n=150) ™1 % — p & L F (n=150)
EEAPANAARE BERTA- PERRARBEEALSRIIPAEFH BB - P
R - PRI - PSRN E - P MR PN R B o R A R
2 18.6% 233 % 193 %~ 12.6 % (Osman etal,, 2010) - & f %% 2 » 9 % it
V2 RORABAREET 6 - Kot - PRI R RG> AR RO LFEA
PP R 0 iV A Ad N «];]7 BEES N - kAT e gk o A
PR SRR S PY S U S I WUPES -0 TR L Do N
e - & AR K (whirl-pakbag) @ > B2 F P L FHA S H osman X o
RIS P MR RREfALEFN P A FA Y B P RE ) X

BA S S 5 0 R 2.6% PE BT 26% B BT 33%% AT 6.0% 0 ¥
PEELPEERDRE B PARAHETF 186 % BHUHEED 6 3H 0 A
TR - PERREL NP NF B oS osman E A SRR o SF G o
2007 #£ % A AECED AP LE A48T 5 02 % (9/3967) (3£,2009) -
He*aiAgkp - p&HESGEDIT S FP > PG HERK > ¥ R T
L T T T NN

S A HE R R R P MR RSN AR
HE2 P S - PRBIEY G AN AE Bk L A my
Pt R G FIL AN & Ll o 2 ¢ > Namata £ 4 FR 0 - P
Bl PR A o A tgH e pOROEERE L0 P < Ak ' (Namata et al,
2009): FhF G AL A - F B PR A e RE B (Kim et al,
2007 ; Ohetal,2010)« fah A F2 7 etz + » 2FSie— HAHF BEFBIR2 A

BEAOME o f- PSSP FEN - P EAEIEZ M P S FA B ARG 0 B LE 8
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HA@R 2N @R AL B ELE B R TES P Ry

j -
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o8 WP AELLFUA G

HEZEXBBRRAGN 2RO PNF E N E L Ty 21 o
ARp S ik FE BT B Al o A % £ B ¥ ¢ Typhimurium (5/22,22.7 %) » C1

+ 9 Livingstone (2/22, 9.1 % ) C2 ¥ &7 Newport ( 1/22, 4.5 % ) ~ Albany (7/22, 31.8
%) » D1 #¥ ¢ Enteritidis (2/22, 9.1% ) ~ Pullorum (3/22, 13.6 % ) ~ E4 %% ¢ Dessau

(1/22,45%)

\\ﬁr

THEFFAF LIRS FRARE 1R 2005 #F 0 F TRk ok Lo
A A LI 0 P A R 73l 5 S. Enteritidis ~ S. Kentucky £ S. Typhimurium $*
LRI L D AHFEA 10 %t s iR kLY w2 RS
Heidelberg ~ S. Kentucky ~ S. Typhimurium » * & &3« #8410 %2 F o p - pés
FLIgps L3 e P A B 313 S. Newport ~ S. Kentucky ~ S. Enteritidis ~ S. Shubra
S. Saintpaul 2 S. Agona ; ¥ *ti& v - p#&fEdEe 535 S. Shubra {- S. Shipley
(Osmanetal., 2010) o & % 2008 & R+ F 3 4 v g EFHP LN FHAD 4
P AE A 34S RO AR 2 ¢ S Albany F 163tk (472%) ZE 5 0 H=
#_S.Schwarzengrund F 90 tk (26.1 %) ¥ S. Enteritidis 7 26tk o P Frt & 4
225tk » # ¢ S.Schwarzengrund 7 50 tx (22.2 %)~ S. Albany 7 45 tk (20.0 %)
£ S. Enteritidis 3 43 & (19.1 %) ($£,2008 ) > & 3= 6 > 2010 & F >t & 354
o N FE o L BER M C2 (534 %) FAioc Haau i FAE (155 %)
% w53 B (121 %) i&- # » 3]#F 7] S. Albany (53.4 %) & % > H=x A u| i
S. Muenster (10.3 %) % S. Enteritidis (8.6 %) (Ft, 2010 ) °
BERDFLREEMAL > VP NAERY L2853 5 S Heidelburg (25

% )~ S. Typhimurium( 18.75 % )~ S. Kentucky( 17.5 % )~S. Betra( 11.25 % ) %2 S. Hadar
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(8.75 % ) (Berrang et al., 2006 ) - Angkititrakul % * 3 & % ,] 2003 = 3 & A4y
¥4 ek A1 5 S, Anatum (33.3 %) % S. Rissen (16.7 %) (Angkititrakul et al.,
2005) - *+ 2000 & 3 E A AP E A P IEWD CFHART 0 X AR 23HKE

# ¥ S. Schwarzengrund 7 14 $5(60.9 % )> # =x 5 S. Albany 3 3 ¥k (13 % )( Wang
ot al., 2006) - 2002 i 5 £ AW A0 P HE G § H2 A FRP S L F

A2 S, Schwarzengrund # % > & 70 % (35/50) > @ S. Typhimurium P 2 1 $& » &

& S. Albany (3%,2002) °
ATV ERP) RS A AN A PRI g R

RFl P2t RESBEN S &% F L - R AR R FF R (3R, 2008) -
Fohe FAIFRBERER L KA RPREEF RSB ETEF - s
Fo D ATE e ikl i Ale 4T3 (G 20060) 0 SRE B K R TR 0 R
‘b & aF2 7 X R A1 S, Enteritidis ~ S. Kentucky ~ S. Typhimurium # % 2
% AP S, Schwarzengrund ~ S. Enteritidis 2 S. Albany % &L o @ *F % & &t !
224k PR 1 So Albany i et B EF 0 5 31.8 %(7 & )> H = £_S. Typhimurium
3 Stk B227% @ 5% LS. Enteritidis > A F % P A D 240 9.1 % ;
S. Schwarzengrund B2 5 4~ 33 o

WA RE TR RAGLE - B HAFL mRIEZ P CREL

fég_, A4z 200 5 fE o & r/f"\w;“#ﬁl,ﬂ_lﬂ 133 & > 3% 1998~2002 & # fF 5 A
BT R R AT B2 ) PR B i3] 0 A S ik A LS. Typhimurium (30.3 %) -
S. Enteritidis (11.4 % )~ S. Stanlry (8.3 % )~ S. Schwarzengrund (7.5 % )+ @ S. Albany

(4.5% )R] 5 5 o b |2 4 (Lauderdale et al.,2006 )= >* 2004 % 2008 & 2.3 % »

d AR A3 13063 R A F o w34 W 5 S, Enteritidis (25.8 %)~ S.



Typhimurium (21.7 % )~ S . Stanley (9.6 % )~ S. Newport (6.9 % )~ S. Albany (4.1 % )
(E7,2009) &2+ %% > &4 %S, Typhimurium 3 A 854 L iF3) > K 4
XL HBAREZ P NE 2R S FABES BRIE22% 0 1 BN & A
Bt blyseg o A F P S Typhimurium & #3877 3520 F B >~ &
i & % Typhimurium Afesk + TR 5 EHREN > 7 LEFFHERS T H 4

2

Typhimurium s 7 3] %% o ¥ Gast % 4 45 21 S. Typhimurium ¥ % 4 &3 ¥ § 2

4 =3 &=

P enfeHo TR B A i AR Y B4 (Gast et al, 2004) o £ G T A
AT PR AR A R T RSEEAY 0 FBELRREE O FE R
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¥

W

e 2R AR FLER

bo o RAAML P R FPRERD A BT kRS SRR
ACSSUT FLEHI 2 F 5 £ 481 > 15 27.7 % (46/166) ° ¥ fcf (5 3 Hrery 552 4
R N2 PO B % B ACSSUT JE AL 4 5 £ B ik 17.3 %(44/254)

(5, 2004) % 2 3EEP|E A 1998 1 1999 & » Jc & 626 & 7 o & dbchp F o 97

Av\

&

275 X F ¥ Tetracycline ~ Doxycycline » SXT ~ JOT(josamicin-trimethoprim)
FIFRE G B R E N (F,2001)c 44 2 EEE 9 p AP T N F G
- &2+ 4 Colistin ~ Tetracyclin ~ Nalidixic acid ~ Ampicillin 2 SXT % 5 f&. #ﬁ?ﬁé‘fﬂ

L3 REM @4

=

A2 X R R S A 4 florfenicol FF ] (1, 2008 ) o &
R AT Hrenyy o H s E 931 % (54/58) 0 H ¥ e P T A L G
FLEM > i 431 % (25/58) (F,2010) 2+ A= 3 ?;"32*{%"77‘ CERE 2R AT
ARG T RARR DR ER B P H LB PR DR A R F g
(tetracyclines ) ~ ¢ b fip"=4f (PB-lactam) ~ % &k F % &7 (polymyxins ) ~ ¥ &%k %
& = ¢ 41 & ( inhibitor of folate synthesis and reduction ) ~ *& A& #%
(Aminoglycosides ) % & % 3%k 58 (quinolone) ¥ i@y & 2y o
ARG L ZBRERMAP 22 BRIIF AR Bk Fa o PRy~

BB R A £ S deElA] AR AR

L
%

P A B o HERBAC G o
Sulfonamides 1 & € ¥#r4| E L) > F2 58w 7] DNA g 8 (085 vl 4
2w kA ARG Felm R eng A o P RiRiE2 LA S TR L ISR o

B A EF R i Al (B 841 & S d {v penicillin-binding proteins & &
kgrlimee s & B LERERE c AR R 21 KBS -

FUEAIE § FE R > 1 95% (21/22)5 13 $RI C He BIEM L F BB 0 b 59
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% (13/22); B S5 EM AR I 2L A FBED g s ipiT o 8- H 3
- A Al G B <384 L Ampicillin @ 86 % (19/22) 5 #w fa
+ o wl i Ampicillin 8 86 % (19/22) ~ Tetracyclin i+ 63 % ( 14/22 ) ~ Oxytetracycline
it 63 % (14/22) ~ Streptomycin & 45 % (10/22) ~ SXT & 45 % (10/22) »
e A SRR > Rk AR A DR P N FL e A E R

L EFE . 1 545% (6/11): F FA BT RO L FHI S He B L
FILEN S 2 63.6% (7/11)e 7 b Ed0 R Ip S L% > — p &LFEIEA B2 )
AFL e AL G ARE 0 25 % (1/4) - PR RLRZ P NE
IO He EEEAE §FE > k25 % (1/4); X - p &R P UEI

He fiim B a5 0 633 % (1/3) < - p#p Agpz /M L FHL "

o BEEH L G FE 0 1 100% (3/3); AERF e E B2 P FL

J*

e BRoAH L F B 2 100% (4/4) p I E B2 P UHL O H
e fAFLE R L G B 75 % (3/4) 0 FE L B S k AT A S
- PRI T NE S EREREA L A FF A LR e h A
P8P I PR E S LA BRI RN BT A SRR R TR
BEPERY SN g Sk o BE A G 0 AT R ¥ EHEK
_(Fisher Exact Test) 4 47 » — P d&fipsra ey P A7 2 5 B PR F K

WAE TR KR LR (P<0.05)e ¥ i R FlE_ R4 AR EARY 0 B LR T iR

I

A AR RAE L2 D AFRELGARRE - 2 AT RPN L
BN E Sy RS e R R Y
KT @S SRRt Ao RtEL A G Ry lae

£ A & g0 Chiu % 4 & 20012002 £33 4 0 B I A SR %90 P S Fi
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,Fi%i D # s 3tk > @ 4 Ciprofloxacin fr Ceftriaxone £ 3 1% % (Chiu et al.,
2004) - ¥ ¢F 2 798 4R T 0 F 2 %¥ATE = fh Ciprofloxacin 2 FLFH G

Z > w F 3l 5 Schwarzengrund (Lauderdale et al., 2006) « @ Li & A 34 % 7 2%

‘+

Fgéf Pos AT A gren 3027 G RSP R F > F 31 $RE (1 %) # Ceftriaxone A
AREPEEC 16 RALE P LAB ¥Fa FE I RFALET NP AFRC #
wpHE o4 WHLED P AFD #a i E 2 LR P CFE #ai 5#
(Lietal., 2005) ## 3 5 8w F ¥ % 7 w3 3] 0 4 B 4B #¥ 5 Typhimurium
C1 #  Livingstone > C2 # 7 Newport ~ Albany > D1 #F <5 Enteritidis ~ Pullorum -
E4 ¥ Dessau o %% & 1 thp 9% B 7~ 4 B ¥ Typhimurium ¥
Ceftriaxone & 3 &+ > H s & 7 2132%t Ciprofloxacin - Ceftriaxone # £ 7 Ea3
Moo Rypddr * g * £ p Ciprofloxacin fr Ceftriaxone ¥ iX 5 7| d+ 47 * &
@GR S EFAI N ERID R LA AT RB AT
324 ¥t Ciprofloxacin {r Ceftriaxone & # A& > WX 5 - ¥k p % kB KR
B #F Ceftriaxone & 2 Fi# |2 > P2 % FRE-H o474 o
P b s B A B R AP LAY L2 8§35 Typhimurium 2 Entetitidis -

Bl G AlE ERfeRm Y DR R EFIRER R BR BN ]S

N
frh

LML R E R 2 BY B 78 (Lauderdale et al., 2006 ) @ ~F % p 30 & 2 H &

% B KR A o Typhimurium £ F 5tk 22 S54RI S e A0 afmm# A

St

AREN > 23 2 KT AIEH A L LF P @ Entetitidis £ 2tk
® 1T ¥ Ampicillin & § $8 1 5 ob 1 HRE A0 % TH P LA F L AR
Moo ¥ oA S % AT gl Typhimurium % £ 3 % £ 5u# 4 > (e & Entetitidis

TR F IR G o
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Frd REZRELSBERLAFEAT
FLE A F2 0% A
1 PCR ##| aadAl ~ dfrAl ~ PSE-1 ~ Sull ~ TEM ~ tetA ~ tetB % 7 fa+i& |+ 3k
FlotetA % tetB ik B o ¥t e Ik % 55 (tetracycline ) i 2 2K F] 8 FL Rk 3+ 5 PSE-1
2 TEM ik Pl ¥ ¢ p FReff 48 12 K 7] 8 Bk 3t (P-lactam ) 5 Sull 2 dfrAl
PR ) EE LR R 2 & = Fr4] & (inhibitor of folate synthesis and reduction ) 4
F AL TS Bk aadAl & B e R A8 3 28 (Aminoglycosides ) s fs
S IR A e
e pfpteig e %12 e 0 TEM-1 4 & ¥ 12 -k 2 Ampicillin ~ Carboxypenicillin
22 Ureidopenicillin #f # 4~ ; @ PSEL $m )1 & 2 fid |2 2§ Fl &2 i cH TEM-1
ipi o e E AR ALY ¢ §F B-lactamase #r)# 2 P-lactam 4v » | ] AF £ R
FREB 2B o AE ROy L FIRA EH S ATA 4T S, Typhimurium ¢
]tk % I B-lactamase £ § blaTEM - blaPSE-1 - blaSHV 2 blaOXA-2 = #f » #
AR AT IR A B G 24 % T8 % 2 <3 %E <3 % B P kg kst blaabla
PSE-1 3% L %= 4 & #8 + ¢ Integron > H T 1 B-lactamase i%ﬂj‘a’fi AT
(Casinetal,1999) A 7 HFIRHAE 2 I ~ 3 AT 11 1R7 & 50 % (11/22)

F 3 TEM-1 3% %) > @ 5 27 %A 3tk + § PSEL & AL 7] o

Fr RSB AT AR E WA 5 2% - A A RE ﬁ?] 2 Eh
FUKew TR F £ D wre b (Levy, 1992) % = 44 4_ribosomal protection protein ¢ 5 f
£ 30S ribosomal subunit 4 % e k% (Burdett, 1991 ) % = R E | * fE % 7 &

it (Speer and Salyers, 1989) - m A F % 1 & 4 ¥ tetA % tetB & A 7] > 1 & { 7]

5h BE A SREATF LN S E A G tetA REATE ¢ ¥u R E
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FlAIEE D @ tetB $i% AL F € #-w Tk % 2 Minocycline A #> 41 (Vilaetal.,1993) ¢
FE A £ 2R CHIRBEE B k9 % (222) tetB 2 T i
[l ﬁfﬁ WHEMEE R b 32%(7/22)° ¥2 Martin & £ & 2008 & &R 7% & tetA (36
%) 27 tetB (64 % ) F& L Flpt » AF Fenid & G B i (San Martin et al.,
2008)c & A B A2 RHFA LIS P N FDtetA 2 tetB B AT &
2002 £ F 23 iV LA 1 tetA FEA T > @ tetB $E R FIRIL § AR
T 2006 # £ F f 6 RS PP e Rl 0 tetA FLE A F) 0 5 tetB L A FIR PR A 6
RV R ﬁ’fﬁi?']ﬂ'. (%,2009) Fitend s > ¥ LI tetB B A Flerfg A1 5 5
AfFas s m A F R EBREAT P ER A RELAT - B L4 s
ERY A A REEIEAA TG tetB LFEATFLE e R F Y
Minocycline & 7 #i# |4 > 12456 4 * % 2 2 Minocycline I 7 iy i * A i > x4
Py AL EFEFFN RV RSN E tetA 2 tetB fE A T i
PRRECRE o

FERERZ &SPl BB LT AR %Y A& &4 Sull 2 dfrAl o
Z AT 5 ot A F)¥ 1204 Sulfamethoxazole 2 Trimethoprim A& 2 F# {4 o & & %
FREAFRBRD Sk FH 00 L 2 P X FHE Sulphamethoxazole %
Trimethoprim (74 %) £ 3 49 % # i@ 1 (3%,2007)° @ 248 L %3 ) >
Sulphamethoxazole % Trimethoprim =@ 4 5 100 % (3, 2003 ) ¥ *t 5 & = /I%
i 4% - 3] integron 2 ¥ = 4] integron A F]+ W oo F 4EF dfrAl fLE A F)
(Peirano et al., 2006 ; San Martin et al., 2008 ; Van Essen-Zandbergen et al., 2007 ) °
G h A ] ArAL P R Tl (AR 0 BB R G TR0 P S kRl 0 dffAL FiE A

Flik31% > @ Sull F# A F] > P15 5k PIA B 22% o
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Pl H B AT BRI F o iR E TRBRRALE
WAKBERAR AL ek & afpk AR Y > FIE T2 KRR -

e

B #73F & _Martin ¥ 4 A 2008 & R E U X FHZ % - 3] integron 2 % = 7
integron » # A F]+ @ 23k F aadAl FE AT BEET AT KA BARY
aadAl #Z L F1 5 5tk B 22% 0 ¥ ¢F * nested PCR #4475 aadAl 7 AL
F] > 3 3 $k & integron & & it 60 % o

FT R DA FTIEY B A T o) P AR R A L B AR
SR IE  ARHRTI P 2R L RPHREE A T PPN i E e R
FRDFNET G osull~dfrAl 2 tetB B A T & N FA L EH L B E
iR+ > aadAl > tetA 2 PSE ## A FIRm AR B | o

¥ ¢t 5 integron e7) F* X FZ 4 & F integron 370 P R 2 FEE 2 AL Flat
foo %% T L E G integron ) PP X AT Ik R P AL F]vE 2 £ 5 integron 7
LB H PG ARGE > B 5§ integron 075 P X R AT ‘FH{%?E'}:’! sull ~ PSE %
tetA i L ¥l o @ P R }?:}p £ 3 integron 37/ * = ]f] F B et G R
tet iR AL Fo L2 - H A {7 F IR tet B A F] BT piR “f ¢ 2 F A8 (Lapierre
et al, 2010) > & F 1 * ¥ T HFxtk € > v L F integron ) ® L FHZE 2 £ 5
integron 975 F* < F A 2 B > ¥ HFIRE F integron (S P A FH o 2 S E

FLELP BERE -

Class 1 integron £ %14 47
PCR #{ #5 7 fL 58 (v {532 7 DNA & A 470 9718 2 A F1 5 74]* BLAST 4
FANRAF O AT YR AT R P o & 57-CS A R
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71¢ > ¥ G 5-conversed segments 3R > B 71 > H 2 &% 3R i (core site ) £
7 1 base 7 GTTRRRY - 4% ¥ { LA F] 5 @ 38> o
Ak 2 RpREZAGEBRBRLRALRIZIPNEF G 9 Bied
integron et B F AL B ET AFA LAE P RAR P RERAFAEIAL
Fro HREE RN TAN I Hp 6 I B F AR - A TAIHG3
R4 * $7F 42 3 BLAST (Basic Local Alignment Search Tool ) 4 %] i& {7 7k F]4p i
% > p guxriu DNA 5 7] > 2 DNA 5 7% % 27 Genebank %% 5 FJ460237.1 ¢

Salmonella enterica subsp. enterica serovar Typhimurium strain sores04-45 class I

integron DfrA12 (dfrl2) , hypothetical protein, and AadA2 (aadA2) genes, complete
cds > 4p i & % 100 % (1816/1816) (Figl6) o

B 6 kT AR F B ELIG > WAl d T iR primer hEE A B A 50
% 3’#% conderved segments F iT central variable region i+ ¥ - F]t PCR 3 tg 4
PREAEERT A - R 2 £ 53 integron variable region p ek Fl+ @ chfc
P FlF @k <o 5 F bt ke primer ¥ - B EE %{Tfﬁ%%ﬁ N R
2~3 B 4% 7 B A F] P @™ chintegrons B PL F 2 )l%:}?, 41 (Gebreyes et al., 2004 ) -

Flpt AR R A REZ HERERE RADAMT LA FICF 2 A
b ehintegon e fF — B APITERE P oo d 3T agarse gel en#W] & # i > & agarse gel
+ R A g PCR A 47 e+ 0] k2% DNA P #74 ehintegron £ _F 4l > @ 4p Fe
*HPCR AF & @2 ATA AT ™ EFRF Dl & LF AR o ATrLips A
Hépens thg 2 TR/ 0 KRR Flo q 2 d-chys2 ¥ ag B 5 @ % clone s jir > 4 it

NS0 RS LR
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oy

’

e

SriEdl o R R USLAHFR BT N FSLE KR oA 2 prdpd

-gg

BBEEIEI P CHATRE L TR ERTEFORIBER LS FH LT
HEAL RS 0 Tt AE MY PSR R FA) PV & R4 o
b R A 2 FRFR PN FE T 0 o i TR PSR TR o 1T & KA
EREHER L hintegron s AL BRER FHER S o T - BEE
EIREL T2 B L F AT 3 M) o T AR EH I R ERR L 2 R
BAFAFAE THFEFFAKRELE 77 % - 3l integron 2 H ip M #E f S o
FALRFULIT S 6 0 BRFEE RF- PRIV AF I ERE
B h s Eig 3248 a2t pdep 2P S ET ERFRG b

RIB 3R Bt @ A T@RBR 2P ERY SN2 prrg S22 %

<

boom - PMEHZIPAFRIERERHEEE B ERT > T R
et - PR P AE B ERBEEFUNEIRR RRZT AR
(P<0.05)° ¥ i R FIE_ 74 4% BALY - BALR ¥ fEH > R E BB RRZ

E2 PSRBT - T A IRER S ERER S P S E Y b b

F_

-

AR > L E BB KT B4 R QHRPENY P L HLRE > a

|+
q

AVEAFZRAL D FIMERBIBREL AT FFEY S o Lt E R
VA R R

Integron & B> w > — P &SI A B PR ]?]ii’;i ¥ 7P 41 integron > i =
o p# L 2 RBRALNP A FAR K D integron s I F A W L 50 % (3/6)

275 % (6/8) 3B AF > 4 » L5 integron (HFHR T ° i iR D = AR
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AF > @2 L integron FIRE - dRi RN Z ARER AT AFRRERES
% 0 £ Integron FtAL ° 3 AILE A G B o ol B % RAT 0 £ § integron
SPFPRFLEE ML R AT F T integron M £ R 0 T ¥ integron H R FIRE L A
Fi £ o Integron A AFRE AT BE I RFF LR LT > BE L

AL o
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$- % 2R

MF T oBrREREFVPAFLAREETT - AL RN B F
BRFH k22010

ZF o E A ERY - A integron 2 7 o L2 o FaFFFFS
F 7 A0 2009 e

FEL  SHORDFF I F RV L TR RER T c LB R
T FEE oK B A 200 0

Buted o 70 S5 Fan @ i A P13 2 247 c Ly - W2 BAPH A FRFS
i 02008 o

HEL AR T PR R R e REEA T L% c R EA
S HERFF SF T AT 0 2006 ©

ERfaE e S VR R MY P OV ER AR S Y A B R AT 4T
Mlime c M2 L& FRFYT 4702004 -

2 PAEFHFET LEAWM)AEREFYRHAAFUAE LB -
B2 o SRFFE A0 2002 0

BAT G 3 ko MIMFRL L2 VP NFHILL FREER o L8
BLF 5 2228 0 2009 - 35(1) 1 9-14 -

FAR B K CHPROAER - PIBRFAIFFIEIRARME L LD G -

4 %ﬁk% e © 2001 - 27:27-38 ©
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Table 4. Antimicrobial resistance of 14 Salmonella from day-old chicks and chickens

Source”
Day-old chicks Chickens

Antimicrobials (n=8) (n=6)
Ampicillin 6 6
Ceftrizxone 0 0
Ciprofloxacin 0 0
Kanamycin 0 2
Oxytetracycline 3 4
Spectinomycin 1 3
Streptomycin 5 2
SXT 1 3
Tetracycline 3 4
Trimethoprim 1 3

a Fisher’s exact two-tailed P-value.
No statistical significant difference was found between any category (P>0.05)
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Table 5. Antimicrobial resistance of 16 Salmonella from day-old chicks and raising

environment
Source®
Day-old chicks Raising environment
Antimicrobials (n=8) (n=8)
Ampicillin 6 7
Ceftrizxone 0 |
Ciprofloxacin 0 0
Kanamycin 0 1
Oxytetracycline 3 7
Spectinomycin 1 1
Streptomycin 5 2
SXT 1 6*
Tetracycline 3 7
Trimethoprim 1 6*

aFisher’s exact two-tailed P-value.
*Significant (P<0.05)
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Table 6. Antimicrobial resistance of 14 Salmonella from Chickens and raising

environment
Source®
Chickens Raising environment

Antimicrobials (n=6) (n=8)
Ampicillin 6 7
Ceftrizxone 0 1
Ciprofloxacin 0 0
Kanamycin 2 1
Oxytetracycline 4 7
Spectinomycin 2 1
Streptomycin 5 2
SXT 3 6
Tetracycline 4 7
Trimethoprim 3 6

a Fisher’s exact two-tailed P-value.
No statistical significant difference was found between any category (P>0.05)
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Table 7. Multidrug-resistant Salmonella isolates from day-old chicks and chickens

No. of antibiotics Day-old chicks Chickens
(n=8) (n=6)

3 4(50%) 4(67%)

4 2(25%) 4(67%)

5 0(0%) 3(50%)

a Fisher’s exact two-tailed P-value.
No statistical significant difference was found between any category (P>0.05)

Table 8. Multidrug-resistant Salmonella isolates from day-old chicks and raising

environment
No. of antibiotics Day-old chicks Raising environment
(n=8) (n=8)
3 4(50%) 7(88%)
4 2(25%) 7*(88%)
5 0(0%) 7*(88%)
*Significant (P<0.05)
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Table 9. Association between antibiotic susceptibility profile and integrons in 22 isolates

No. of Integron-postive salmonella Integron —negative salmonella
antimicrobial (n=9) (n=13)
3 9% 6
4 9% 4
5 9% 1
6 3% 0
*Significant (P<0.05)
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Fig 1. PCR amplification of class 1 integrons among different serotypes of Salmonella.
Lane M: 100bp DNA ladder markers. Lane 1: negative control (Distilled water).
Lane 2: Albany. Lane 3: Livingstone. Lane 4 ~ 5: Typhimurium. Lane 6 ~ 10:
Albany

Fig 2. Detection of aadA gene in 14 Salmonella isolate from chicken
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Fig 3. Detection of dfrAl gene in 14 Salmonella isolate from chicken

Fig 4. Detection of PSE gene in 14 Salmonella isolate from chicken
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Fig 5. Detection of Sul gene in 14 Salmonella isolate from chicken

Fig 6. Detection of TEM gene in 14 Salmonella isolate from chicken
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Fig 7. Detection of tetA gene in 14 Salmonella isolate from chicken

Fig 8. Detection of tetB gene in 14 Salmonella isolate from chicken
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Fig 9. Detection of aadA gene in 8 Salmonella isolate from environment

Fig 10.Detection of dfrAl gene in 8 Salmonella isolate from environment
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Fig 11. Detection of PSE gene in 8 Salmonella isolate from environment

Fig 12. Detection of Sull gene in 8 Salmonella isolate from environment
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Fig 13. Detection of TEM gene in 8 Salmonella isolate from environment

Fig 14. Detection of tetA gene in 8 Salmonella isolate from environment
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Fig 15. Detection of tetB gene in 8 Salmonella isolate from environment
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1 tggagcagca acgatgttac gcagcagggc agtcgeccta aaacaaagtt agcecatatga
61 actcggaatc agtacgcatt tatctcgttg ctgcgatggg agecaatcgg gttattggea
121 atggtcctaa tatcccctgg aaaattcegg gtgagcagaa gatttttcge agactcactg
181 agggaaaagt cgttgtcatg gggcgaaaga cctttgagtc tatcggcaag cctctaccga
241 accgtcacac attggtaatc tcacgccaag ctaactaccg cgecactggce tgegtagttg
301 tttcaacgct gtcgeacgcet atcgcetttgg catccgaact cggcaatgaa ctctacgteg
361 cgggeggagc tgagatatac actctggceac tacctcacge ccacggegtg tttctatetg
421 aggtacatca aaccttcgag ggtgacgcct tcttcccaat getcaacgaa acagaatteg
481 agcttgtctc aaccgaaacc attcaagcetg taattccgta cacccactcec gtttatgege
541 gtcgaaacgg ctaaccattc cgtcaacggg acgccaaaat getgegceatt ttggtteect
601 ccgctgeget ccggceteteg ttacgtccaa cgttagcace actgaaaccc agctttattt
661 agctcatgtt tattcaaacg gcatttagct tttcaggcegt tattcagtgce ctgttttgec
721 ttttttccgg gettegectg catgggetge geaggttttc agtctttttg gectctagee
781 cttgcgtage aagegcaagce agcetategtt tttgecagtge tgtgecgect cggtggegea
841 gcgttttttc acggttageg cccgtecgeca aattcaagtt atcegttttg gettetggtt
901 ctaacatttc ggtcaagccg acccgeattce tgeggtegge ttacctegec cgttagacat
961 catgagggaa gcggtgacca tcgaaatttc gaaccaacta tcagaggtge taagegtcat
1021 tgagcgccat ctggaatcaa cgttgetgge cgtgeatttg tacggcetceg cagtggatgg
1081 cggcctgaag ccatacageg atattgattt gttggttact gtggecgtaa agcettgatga
1141 aacgacgcgg cgagcattge tcaatgatct tatggaggct tcggctttce ctggegagag
1201 cgagacgctc cgegctatag aagtcaccct tgtegtgeat gacgacatca teeegtggeg
1261 ttatccggcet aagegegage tgcaatttgg agaatggeag cgecaatgaca ttettgeggg
1321 tatcttcgag ccagccatga tcgacattga tctagctatce ctgettacaa aagcaagaga
1381 acatagcgtt gecttggtag gtccggeage ggaggaattc tttgaccegg ttectgaaca
1441 ggatctattc gaggcgctga gggaaacctt gaagctatgg aactcgcage ccgactgggce
1501 cggcgatgag cgaaatgtag tgcttacgtt gtcccgeatt tggtacageg caataaccgg
1561 caaaatcgcg ccgaaggatg tcgetgecga ctgggeaata aaacgectac ctgeccagta
1621 tcagcccegtc ttacttgaag ctaagcaagc ttatctggga caaaaagaag atcacttggce
1681 ctcacgcgcea gatcacttgg aagaatttat tcgcetttgtg aaaggcgaga tcatcaagtc
1741 agttggtaaa tgatgtctaa caattcgttc aagccgaccg cgectacgege ggeggcttaa
1801 ctccggcegtt agatgce
Fig 16. 2.0 kb cassette array DNA sequence. 1~56 :5’ conserved region of class 1

integron > 17~54: attl » 57~554: dfrA12 » 666~956:0rfF > 962~1753:addA2
1809~1806: 3°cs conserved region of class 1 integron.
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Fig 17. Detection resistance genes from 22 isolates
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