. roowa [l

FrolelR

LiAdof B
CES
kS

(Nordic view concerning
mastitis pathogen resistance)

&88t UL tigolAte] aE

Z7F8 (moderate) = 1|2k

5
clinical mastitis = CM) 18|22 & IA-TLS

AL F7HEQ) QARSI AR
7} asht} elm FREA GEw X|zstolop

BTk vloF ANET & AR A

LN

Hl&-2 23 A] 0.200014 050714
WA7F = o] Mejolth ™). & AT L] Hy
L L7EE| A BMSCCE-FEA AAIE 42 1e
31 SCC E+= 7HA §- Y494 SCCE :A|ShY
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Cases par cow-year

BMSCC in 1000 per ml
g 3 3 3

o

EoolA] 27bA BMSCOE 1320l AlEsl  H o-SAlAlEgka wEls 099l giH] & Al
A}, 715HE-L vl ml @ 115,000004] 225,000 A H]%- =EH]8 SO|THIDF, 2005),
EEER=CI w2 9o] &AL 2003d T 20041 0] L-QAYA}

$£AS FAZ Q% A & AN A L & 0.13NOK(US $ 0.02) =+ 270,000 -+

m 1993 m 1994 = 1995 = 1996 m 1997 m 1998

1999 'W2000 W 2001" 2002 W 2003 W2004

DK FIN N S cerrected s
Ceuntry
T 1. 1993~20047Hx] BIfE, EIRIE L290| AQIH UARUISo| LMET 9fF Al 2t =
A2 2hld|Z0] Fo| ECt

\ .\-\-\ =il |celand

—@— Denmark
=—/— Sweden

== Finland
={}=— Nerway

1987' 1988' 1989 ' 1990 ' 1991 '1992 '1993 '1994 '1995 '1996 ' 1997 ' 1998 '1999 '2000'2001 '2002' 2003' 2004
Year

T2l 2. 1987-20047tX| OIOIERE, Hint=, EZte, L-29)0] AN 76HEE SR MAME &

(BMSCC)




1. 578 of2] LI2I o{2] ZAl0M 2L FUGHETO| 2
52 g2l 2 Zeiso | =2d0
0 : = AR 42 6.9
1. Sta, aureus 10.2 34 82
10 : Sir. agalactiae 0.02 0.0
12 : Str. dysgalactiae 1.6 0.05 1.2
15 : Str. uberis 14 0.65 04
19 : Enterococcus species 0.40 0.0
20: Escherichia colianhemolytic) 0.14 02
30 : Coagulase negative staphylococci 41 16.6 33
31 : Cornebacterium species(bovis) 1.5 0.0
48 1 M adE ot 62.4 766
a— Aarestrup et al.1995a, b—Pitkala et al. 2005, d-Osteras et al. 2006
B 2. 1999-200471X| ..29)I0] SFAIR A F£Fa0llM 22(E M=
== PGR Sta. Str. Str.
dysgalacuae agalactiae uberis enterococc
2004 22.309 0.07
2003 21,038 7.0 27.0 2,8 7,1 0.05 4,4 2,4 0.4
2002 6,494 81 231 34 6.0 0.02 6.4 2.1 05
2001 10,083 93 234 30 52 0.10 6.0 15 04
2000b 3499 88 2272 28 38 0.00 5.7
2000c 11,653 98 244 33 45 0.10 6.3 15 03
1999 19,333 10.3 251 43 49 0.10 6.3
aa- 4 $E0| B 40| 3t 28 = T 00| YNORIT BB 1 Al DS YHO2 FOBICE b-ARE FE|
2 3t Z0|ck c-ARAFE LANO! ol
B 3. YUK = 2a AR0IM 22|E MiF J2|1 S Hoj XI2E X
QR # HIg
PGR Sta. E. coli CNS
aureus aureus dysgalactlae S S ubens yogenes
2004 8,662 468 15
2003 9779 7.1 498 4,1 7_3 6.4 7,7 5,0 1.3
2002 7,450 71 46.9 37 186 70 7.3 46 15
2001 5,829 87 494 36 18,0 59 83 34 14
2000 6,563 6.5 492 35 16.2 71 10.7 40 14
a2 &2 o AOIM BE SHLt Ex O 01 2Rl WS 2ol AVt DjME0] Y Y mE HolBiTt
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stEflz 0 o

[cal

G0l A oF 19194 7F NOK(US $3xuholztal A
ARG o] AL wTkEEolA -3 ATEA|
9] 4901 B,

AAH o2 e e SRl
A AF109 52t FE Ao R At

et gro & T gito] | Aot

cgo] o] A Aol BHEE T2 LYY
I} Ego] gro 2 gkl SpAIA| X Rt @ FHTt

A 7o| AEA FRYAARG FeAlEol
79| 7hs 32 s 1E|aL RrRsAR kA 9k
A1 EQPAT} AH) A} =8 5 7HA] o] FR5),

aH|ZRe} FHE TS FEEAEART A
=L FAIEl & wAEAS] IRl ARE,
AT 2 Al WAREE 71Ee® 4
Aol Ay F7F Q4 1 upAeke g 2hR 7t
5 SEOA AR YTEe R WA 4R
ol5oltt.

FALeL A o] A WAFHE
tiets] Fasict,

composite milk SCO)E -85},

=go] 72k EAIEA A 4
U2 20009 =8)gE Ao]thOsteras et al.,
2006). #1°] AlFH dvt=2e] e H A=

450 2075 | cHEEoALEIR|

(Aarestrup et al., 19950)2} E2-0] 2001 (Pitkala
et al., 2004) =AW} vt ATto]ct,

9L 1999~20041d Ato] -2 lo] 4 ZZo]
A & D B A 2olA 2t 7

[
o
Rl o
iy
rlo
pods
rlo
<l
()
=2,
>
0o
o>
$
o
of
o
pods
o,
A

ol
fr oo R
ok
(o
£
1o
Eh
S
i
i
o
ot
pay
o)
I

aureus 60.3%, CNS 24,3%, Str. dysgalactiae
8.8%, Str. uberis 2.9%, coliform 2.2% ~12]il
71et SAafatEol 1.5% AT

& oA HlE(E2004 AL S, aureus
60.6%, CNS 15.9%, Str. dysagalactiae 15.9%,
Str, uberis 5.6%, Str, agalactiae 0.17%,
enterococcus 1.7% %t

WA ollA EejHl&-2(3E3) S aureus
55.6%, Str, dysgalactiae 19.5%, CNS 9.9%,
Str. uberis 4.7%, Coliform 7.7% 181
Arcanobacterium pyogenes 1.9% $itt.

E4H =7H Aol Abe]7t QlojA A=

CNS7} #stal dutaE= Str uberis7}

FAIBH A

3. & DJM=E et SREZ7I0IM ZAKLE
Antimecrebial resistance and
methed fer detectien in the Nerdic
ceuntries
nAES: 150l & nEAS] EA A AL
o djof= Wae efstA Heoh oA AdA
I} YA Apo] FHol F sttt



, 5% WAo| o]Fo] A|aL Wxter |
2a% o H|g-g AR A] APAto] A
AT AU sEol Alsd 3 uAEA
of FakE F= UAY s E o3t
]iﬁ]%k‘li Aol =t
g o= vjEEAY e
A= FE Al A ARG ol| A dofdtt,
Sta, aureus ¥t %= L—-form(Owens, 1987)2
B2 ASE S Egt g njgEer Ao Al Y L2
AQl AT dF glo] 5=t Craven and
Anderson, 1983).
Alet-E AAeeo =z oA "ol iAo
2 20 wokol|A] A} 2= Q)
o|AE F n A=A A7 thsfo] AR
B2}
olF 7]&e| &gt} H2 gt BTN T
H|5- 7|74 A &E tH(Anderson, 1979). Sta
aureus, Str. dyagalactiae, E. coli &2 o2] 7}
A myE HYde] 717382 2k 7t ItHGudding
et al., 1984, Frost et al., 1982; Calvinho et
al., 1998). o] A AT} FAU/ 9] F22he-

A o]z} Qleks Aoltt,

Wi

31

1) AISIAL LjAY SFolube

== O 1T LOHd
A WA A 71 dubAQl B2 A
Hj 2| gkal W oltHe g, using Muller Hinton

agar(Difco, Parks, MD USA) and NEO-

sensitabs TM (A.S.Rosco,
Denmark)] 20|04 Q44 Zlcke] ARE-3}
+ % "A8E A(tablet) penicillin G, SM, TC,

trimethoprim/sulfonamides®} amoxicillin +

Taastrup,

clavulan acid ©|t},
A2 A== (MICs)=
o] Etest(AB Biodisk, Solna, Sweden)& AR8-3F
oj 751%40 1:}-
o ko] B Z(GNI-yen et al, 1992)
T gutdo g AR o Sle A

AR} A A 2

(VetMICTM, Dept, of Antibiotics, national
Veterinary Institute, Sweden)= ARE-5Fo] YA}
A A F 2719195 (National Committee for
Clinical laboratory Standards = NCCLS)
(20027} 713t FEYHES 71 shleh 1ejar
AZA7E Bk At 2o sl

8 Al 2% 9] =% =(breakpoint values)
S0l Eegt Altell= NCCLSAIR S 7122
2 3thBergan et al., 1997). Sta. aureus®}
CNS ZE E2| o9 B — lactamase 282 %]
AMITFL. 2 Sta, aureus ATCC 259232 AR5}
o clover—leaf®®¥la AH&Sto] HAlSH T

(Bergan et al., 1997 ; Jarlov and Rosdahl,

1986).
2) A 9t ol p
Zalane 23 (Palsmld pI‘Ofﬂng)J—]' FRA;

2|32 23S ribosomal RNA(ribotyping)% AL
A7 ele glstol S8 4= gl WOl

(Aaestrup et al., 1995a).
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3) AfxlollA LA grol et
NRAHE W% 2 o] MAAS 2

3}7 | 8t FE AREE HEo|(Brouillette et
, 2004) efjol] A= ATk Stof= A W
lﬁ‘é‘ﬂa}?ﬂ_o lske] ARgSHE S SEollA &
A et A2 %0101]*1 n|A=ol| Al
Apo) 7k At
od& 59 Sta, aureus= Str, dysgalactiae®ll
-85k A W Aol B AA FEAIE Blf-
71 & Aol Str. dysgalactiae”?} Q& FHFo| A A
i Alol| of gfo] BHIE]A] oh=t}.
qhHol| Sta, aureus ©|E3= 22| 63~67.7%
gto] 3-8-Eth(Osteras et al., 1994). ©] Sta.

aureus+= AU 0] 33~37% 0’% AT

HhHol| ZEA| o] A2 22 EAoA ©A
14%°|tHOsteras et al., 1999a). o] ¥FAL YA
WA 9] Bl Sta. aureusollA AEA WAdH )
o 23 B JAHCR F8 itk A #AT)
At o]A2 Haveri 5(2005)0] &JshH Aol
Ee A S5t A== Aol

4. X|=H|E3} LHd
Cure rate and resistance
3 HE AT B AReee fue
Qo8| FA ofzEgic),

1) Sta. aureus A 2HIE

TFEAE LA o] 3 X mHlE AW T
Aol T 9 744 2 24P Qleiek

1978~19799 & =29lo] ofJAIHoIA Sta,
aureus YA G YA H]E&(penicillin G

452 2075 | chEoALER|

resistance = PGR) 12%(+0.8%)°]1l, CNS+=
23%(+1.1%) = WA AHOsteras, 1982a). 3
MR A 7 ET A Sta, aureus?] PGS(penicillin
G sensitive)?l FHA=H]E-2 37.8%(+4.0%),
PGR Sta. aureust-> 28.0%(+9.0%) Sitt.

H) A FAZ A BRYE 217} 23.3%(+1.9%)2
27 79%(+6.5%) St

o] A7t & ol TASHA ehokrhal st
PGR Sta. aureus?] AEH]EL 27.7%2A] A&

H- &2 28.0%= 2o 7} g1t

PGS Sta. aureus®] thet 12.5% Zoli= Eols}t,

o] A= 1 Aol7t FolakA] Yl stof
PGS(23.3%) Sta. aureuse] gt AAMA 9l x| &
HI&(27.7%)3} B|iolA PGRo| v it} Agw
1587 HelA A Hl7] A5, A Al
T+ & |7k 0.20 o] BHAR HlEol|AL AIZ
BMSCCE 545,000 o]al 2' F<9tof| v ml &
280,0002.2 HoJHtHOsteras, 1982b).

1985~1987d 9] @&=20of = AHLY A FEA
(NVI=National Veterinary Institute)o|A] <=3}
e AR5 A ' 2o tE A YollA HA 8
E 7t oFe] Ao A Osteras(1982a)7} &2l § A
W} Jo}stA Zodtt. 142 PGR Sta. aureus H]
£0] 1370.9% St

NVIOHL (FAA) AH A PGR Sta.
SIS a7F #5F & %ﬁ At
< Zk= Ao] 895 HE(odd ratio=OR)©| 4.1 &

astrhA s ® A= A49))(Osteras

et al., 1999b).

Ty ohE R oA PGS Sta. aureuset |
+ PRA wdlo] Z9tE|R] ok=th s 1



AL 17 Qo) B w2 543t Ho| o},
£ H] AH7] AR(OR=35 : 1.4-
A sYdHET FQl 4(OR=2.6 ;
A & Algof gk of= FHbollA
2 F8 A wHOR+5.0 5 2.3-11), A+ A up
A4k 33 CMSCCY %+ 623,000 df
167,000(0R=2.9 ; 1.3-8.1), Z&oll4] CMSCC2]
71+t 364,000 off 184,000(0R=2.9 ; 1.2-6.2)
)31 205+ o]} AICMSCC ¥Hg2 22 i) 24|
A 24| Heto] 0.34 o 0.16(0R=0.29 ; 0.13-
0.65), 0.909] E/d o] RdoflA 0,639 Hl&
of Al Aufigh A& WHA-E gt 7Hzto] HkOsteras
et al., 1999b). ©] =2 A 5(1994)°] AYA| A
Al gt At A
Z AT JAE Sta, aureus®] WA
=2 CMSCCY| Wi ¥ w2 U A &
Aol = 48} a2 AvET

2) x| EH|3 CNS

A 7ELO|A PGS CNSOlA T A =5H]E&
2(Sta, epidemidis) 73.9%(+1.6%) FIrt.

PGR CNS 32| &= H|-&0] 59.1%(£5.1%) ATt

v 2] g2l et AFAX JH]E2 32.9%(+
2.3%0)2} 36,87+ 4.2%) Z¥7} 0] THOsteras, 1982D).
o] AEE A EH]&I PGR CNSE Zo|7}
Uth= AE FASHATH PGS CNS #ol+=
14.8%2] 2 #to]Hrt,

3) A BH|E1t Escherichia coli
E. coli=#lyA= Gol] WA-G-#o] e},
oJAS POKT} e oMt aTEEE A

Al G Yol
w2 9olol Al QAL OF T~8%7} B, coli
sejoh wAE,

JHu o =82 E colitdE AR EE
V= & u| A=A ARgo] ARA ko] fl=A|

AeA= A7 ZHAolth(Pyorala et al.,
1994). of® SHAE2 vhd AA| A7} Q= & o]
AEA7E A=l e At 2 ote] d4dol 2
- e AlAFSHAT
wPAo R YRaEal] diEgfe AR AL
ol A A= o)z} 2 o 28l Aol
231 o] ES Uisa &4 S40] f=d

% gl

L) FMYLFEFO A=
Str, sppe AAIL} PC Goll Z=Ado] QAL A
2aIR= & 00k
o] A= Str. dysgalactiae’} PC GZ A& &
Hox] oh= A AR A7 Atz drge] Hrh
A2 A AT AR 0= AoR B
ek, £
90~100%= 2

X
2
ffn

nE AREES dAY

i

.

5. LHA7 |1Z(i4aes)
Mechanisms ef Resistance
Ao o|o ol o A=Al W el
= og 7F2] 7|30 qickKayser, 1996).
o5 71%19] F3tol o] =2 H ol £rirar
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B2 0 0

WS} E AR O] T EE SEAQ] G

% Bl 72 S E9 A0 AR, o5 7]

AL Al QAR E= Plamids & % el

HRAAE Esto] LF 715Ao] w5 Atk
WA Bt sit) S1H0] Ex

715d shHE F3ke] A4 4= AAthNoble, 1997).
7= 2 MY dMNA 2= g5
Plasmids =+ transposon®l|A] DNA®Z
o] o]Ftof ZIt},

e J

meprn|Eoli ofe] FhX] BEER BHS &
B 4 9l Zhe) AAASH AR EAG A AL}
ek,

zepAn|E 2R Ayt {FAHE R-plasmidse}
AL B2 AR s Fa 5 196010 ©]
A A Zepin| e Y o]% Sta |4 2%l
=]}t Skurrayﬂﬂr Firth(1997)7} 212kt A o]t}
G- o 5 7kl o7 & m =AW A%
S AL 4= 9= TakAn|E(R-Plasmids)= AR
W 5= o Yyt B oy 7FR] Gt
oflAl Bt A oF 9 AR FHUCE 9
& AAu|E eollA o]FH AolthKruse
and Sorum, 1994).
E Lol A A Bl
/\ﬂ‘:' LH/HO] X-]X]X—] tﬂg]—o-"/\i %‘] i:‘l—.r_,E__Q_E 751]-
43t} Lyon® Skurray(1987)] &Jshd &4}
?7‘%01]7\1 WAFAAY 8 (DF A
(transformation) “=Z% DNA"7} Aol <]
sto] dojufal, <FDNA ¢Fe & So)7k= Z9]
o} (¥ A=Y (Transduction) A2 Ako] DNA
O] Mdutx] FARE RE= Aoltk ()T
(conjugation)> QY A2ZS} A2 Alo] HES

)

o]z ke

o T U
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$5to] 3 AZN thE AEE Zekinlsst &
HHEl Aolt), R (WEIAo] Age za)
n|=o} pilgl Tebanls B Ak Al
Afolefl 41713 Zolet,

A2 AAA A E=d=t Abo] DNARHE

o] 7140o] 71 vl cHForbes and Schaberg,
1983).

54 ZekAnE B DNAASEC] Sl At
A} o] ke A (cluster)| A B& W UH
OM] BAE Altel ot tﬂﬂﬂ &e A9

(clustermg phenomen)> 123t 7| A o] Q]

2 o|% duht FAFA|E AR
22 U &9l ¥ clustering A3+= PGR Sta,
aureus®|Al 7 WHOsterus et al., 2006). ©]
P | =4 AA

WS S of Fof SRS B Afo] 1A
HE A RSItHWaage et al., 2002).

6. FHEIM LHdRF FE o AHSH=7I?
Why are resistant strains in mastitis
a cencern?

Bl 2o 99 ARt tekel 47 ¥5H
L ARgolA] 7Rse Huz ‘rm Q= 227}
), ogo] T oh2 AT Bl s bRare)
AN 2R 7HsAS 41T ekdat WAk A
ojct,

1) A=A

Osteras 5(1996)2 40|54 PGR Sta, aureus
13 PGS} Ato] Ak skt

—E-J?_} Sta, aureus 22|+ 1 57] ¢ 223 kg $-



o

b
>

2] AgAko] Fohar skeict,

il PGS

aureus’t §= 4% CMSCCQ} PGR Sta.

aureus’} EAsH= &4 57152 196,000¢] T

12 CMSCC 1o 1% ATHAL B3I,
o] Az AT A F AAoIA S

PGR Sta. aureus &2} QA= 3714 &4

= AlALsESITE,

My
flo

Sta. aureus ¥+ Sta,

Y
5y
>

o]

2) 2= (therapy cure)

A At AAARRRE Ael7E A A
A7t SR el st olg A Alolole
A ol At

o] A glo] 9H St A RY Y

oA tﬂi}ﬂ 85 AleQ7t ol

A ZoA AAL YA HACR RFE OF

A0 R uHlE F st He Alolal, Egt
e 7hs st EA/ TR o] SFIIA] 7= ZlO]
ot CNS$F 2Hdeth St 2= o] 212 n| Ay
=2 AEoA vHd FEEA] e wjZof A¢do]
ARFATEAZ} ekl slofm 94129
A2 obd Zolth B, coligeioleta

< enrofloxacin 22 H| #HYdgof
Anch A gl A7k AR,

o2

3) SpAgel Ate
Penicillin G= &
ol ArgAdHt dol & f=7E0lA +
FARE FIste] AY HA| Aeo] FHot,

4 ol 7Hsst 3t a7k F2 HAZAY
A7 HLrO] ZSSHA e,

el =2gojofA Uxhz

)

d

Mn do 2
%0
rlr
Sl
oo

rlI
(E
2_15
X
£ fo

AN W\ﬂ‘?"_lioﬂ ohgk Aol A
‘IAlto] AAIE e olojof gl
Z12jar ofn] ARGRE SRR B A= S5
ofof gitt,

o]-7<17]]—;<] zo 01:7\1] /\go] l% ]1,]
O] A2 wEA Wsh] fal, £33}
oL, {A| A58} HaL, Bl wEr)

ﬂ_}l O]7—L‘1 o o]—/\ﬂxﬂ lE]— 11‘:'2]5—,8__
A= A= WAAIANA =0l gt A
A 49 Sich

W2 FAxL A QAR A 22 5
SIS A W2 WA wiZel o &ukAQl
AEio] Eojof g Zolrt,

HEZpAto| 9] gF oo} n7 A= Al
A((Nielsen et al, 2004) Str. Pyogenes®l|4] vk
AZ2eo]E(microlide) WAL AES $Jst] &
AR AE-E= ALl IR YAl
Ok Aolrt,

22 252 (enrofloxacin) = oFYil HEZ}
AtolERE ofd Fo] A m@A R 2ol
A QJubA 0 g ARgo] PAE| ] ek}

I3 enrofloxacine E, coliir i Gx= Aloj|
29 dllof A AR, A|29} A3 A A=
At 159l e %49 Uet Thed okl
Apo| 71 it

i)
o ri
12: ) oify

l‘_"ﬂ i

%o
rlo il
ot

o

o

o)
L) %MOHZ‘HQI -)HL" HEI';ﬂ
Easy detection of antibiotics

7HE ol 96 o) AAA) 2 o) 4, A
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[cal

SHaXIZ 0 0
Tl WE YRS 2 A TRy
sjch

Y] 7R AL LA
7} 51°1°F 0}7] o] &A4o] %‘:}
7t 474 EYRAR o557
x4"1] T “OHO]C Sl= nAAEAARE St} 7ok
Azl §l= Aolrt,
=go]o| A ARER= 7HE Aapa o]l 71t A
et Ak HyATR BA == A et
SNAPAAHIDEXX, laboratories, Maine) ©]tt,
HE Eg2o oko g 7= g xA Ao &9
7F 2HbE|o] @7] Aol YE7kardoll A AR,
2] BANA =2go] Yol AR =
2310 AN 97%7F HU AR Lt Qe
o] Bt ‘:R] e HS Zﬂﬂé}—l_’— HE 7k

whel gAyAe) ok 287} atol A1 =ik
HFAHE O T2 A9 ARgS}olok B Alolo)
2o g2 AP O] H|l8o| 2713}

—LZ

=
. %‘—"J%‘—iriﬂr ‘%ﬁ“ﬂloﬂ ARl YA Aol
o

ol HIGL ofF AF

Qopict
BS0] A R Aot e AApEL
FE3 o5t 7}

913t Ro] ol gicku
oA o] B Aolx, 7k FAARE] 47} B
Aol

E3E o} Sh Ei A AR A Ha

v =

2 Lo 714 wiEo| AF| A Q] uFdo] B 2 9
. 3t 179 A (Charm and Chi, 1988) 2F 3%°|

456 2075 | CHSHoAEIX|

o] ZARel Al714 Aiks dids] wﬂokﬂ} =
12 ZA5ts n|AEAAETE TR o] A
$0] hets] B o] L delie Slste] U
=7 == Ao,

7. Mz Ao| Hst
Epidemielegy of pacterial resistance

1990 g ¢t A (phage)®] A4 &
20} 57 ERE=TlA & fE fUg Sta.
aureus ribotype 2A7F A2 ik,

Sta. aureus®] % 403 H-2l+= 40371 o} 5%
ofj A A& Ao},

TAA LR 105¢ = QoA 81 wgh
CofA, 172 olo]&EHE A, 962 Eo] 1
232 104= A4loll A 22 =it 2~3 o 9
A2 7t vetol| A -Alskait,

o F7(29/52)= 2 72 5 36%%2 AAtE

a1, 471 Upetol| A Wi sl

A o= 87r1botype~ b Ba) A 2o
At TFAF 2~370 T2 FFH7E 24 Ykl
Al A2 o2 ribotype©] $AISH AL wluta, A
Adl, A=A UytA o 2 HEA | QT

olE “aﬂ_% Sta. aureus®) tFE £5E9| th
L,

F



QA BTk, o] AL 5442 ztole} L-AgH A
o Ho|3, Sta, aureus® =& FH= 4 &1
1 AElo] g2 AlAISk= Zlo|tHAarestrup
et al., 1997).

2 oA A WAL Hste] gk 2
7He} =2l itk Myllys 5(1988)2 2|42
Algt2FAof] thek W dat 2] Hle- Sta.

aureus®l|~] 19889 36.9%°114 1995¢ 63.6%
123l CNSoflA] 22 d=0f 26.6%141 49.7%
2 27] 51900 u A AT)

S Al WAL tiFE-2 beta—lactamase Y
Ab 9t F F o B2 o oA AT SF
o}, AU 3t 5 }Q‘:}

Jo A BE
4 Str. B5=
Hel,

Aarestrup 5(19952)2 10571 o2 diuka o
TN A= 4 SRHAIEOA E2eE 10574
Sta. aureus v & AT

F859F F(81%)+= 11IAAHAL B =4
o] Slgleh HUA™ WAool AR AR =
2071 A WAdwt=2] 15(75%) 04 2= A
th 8709] thE ZakAu|E profile®] 2471(23%)
o 58 A E ZEe A PRE Qi) et
2AnjE Z22(0,395)2 YA SF0.327)+= =
= AR AT

Pitkala 5(2004)> HHEO|A| Sta. aureus
it A&

=719 Hlgo]
ot $AIRE 55 = beta—lactamase

RALO| 7L

52%+= beta—lactamase’§AtHse il

fAlofl i rleol tkal shylth
HEAo]| 27 5.1%, ~EENH0l4A] 4.1%,

sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim 1.5% 2|1l

ofg] A=Zmfo]Al 1.5%eaL 51t

CNSOJA 2 &4 2 32, 8.7, 6.9, 1.8 18|11
5.49] %el 3ct. Osteras 520062 PG R
Sta. aureusn=1155)°ll4 & ¥+ 11.4, 4.89]
Hl&o| AE|Eutolilo] WA QaL, EjERRO]
A7 0.7 % W/de] &l = lrkar 519t} CNS
A3=(n=460) PG R, SM, TC W] 36.1,
19.9, 2.69] %=kl s3I,

Str. dysagalactiaen=135)ol A= -2 FA4| Y]
AulEo] 0,07, 7.4, 1.50]3L, Str. uberish=43)
o= 11.6, 33.3, 4.8%] %WAdolal, E. coli®} 7|E}
A n=41)2 100, 19.2, 14.62] Z¥2+ 9% U/do]
Atk B2 o Sta, aureus 8(0.7%)F5ro] WA 9l
3L EZE PC GO} SM T/l F:4 A Slsl
o} Ha| w9 == HS=SHA St uberise FH
(5.79%)°]11, CNS= 470] H2] = H10.2%).

2ol oy th2 25%A oA XI5 PCet
TC W49l Sta, aureuse & S AHAL
multilocus enzyme electrophoresis,
ribotyping, plasmid analysis 21 2] 1L
serotyping of capsular polysaccaride HAFS
3 o) EAJo] 9J9lTh

53] gF B4 415, ofFel A
AWFA Q1 HH=A) 53Lofl A =gt 375 12al 8

A Ao 128 Ael4] Bels 215 e 7 Tl
% shgict,
U 574 Al efo] B 244l g¥e] i 67)

U2 o 50131, o] 87l T Tl A2 Zekan =
AR =L 7H,

o] PCe}t TC WA Sta. aureus= %
2REH B H FE= oY gE

#3lsH)
F=2 o3
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Bjorland (2005 H| &5-FollAl & Sta,
of Al 4FFdEY I (QAC)e 3t genes
mediating efflux—based W3S &elslal A
SHlt. QACHIAIA= 1275789 21%014 &
Ak 1P ar 70ARFEE] 10%001 %= ST,

2go] oA QACHAZ-FAAE 2Hkeh=
Sta. aureus®| *FH I3t B3z} QACS] ZakAn|
T QJRo} Y ofSollA A Abef=A4 1z
AL QAC WA 522] A& Hel

Sta. epidermidis(CNS) St.62] 23-kb
plasmid (pST6)2] EAFe} F-AAF 5442 F41At
% Al(cluster)?! blaZ, blaR 123l blalZ ¥
e E¢H4 beta—lactamase transposon Tn552
o tgt qacBE] 1ol =47 FeiRick(Sidhu
et al., 2001). Blaz¥} qacB A}o] flanking F$|2}
intergenic®|A| Ato] AIpEAS blaZet gacB A
oo Q)= Sin¥}t binR¥} HZ0] blazZe] 182573
ol == Aol Slsol e Aok

3709 t+Z benzalkonium chloride(BC)2} |
ol A7 g FollAl qacA/B blaZ AR &
2] ¥ plasmidse] $J#|tc},

Sta. epidermidis(St.17)14 3|4=E]aL Q)= o
U9 gacCye E3H tetK(tetracyclineW/d)t
erm(erythromycint/gd)o] &3t=] o] Qlct,

NEFAAE 2] © S|t f)AE
QACS} AU A7 1A} Ato] AAI7} F HE
ARSI Sl
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Plasmid—free Sta. aureus RN4220-2> pST6
plasmid DNAZ &2p7h= Ao] s]-8= 11 A4
ARz A AE A ofgfjolA Heato] A
Aoz olFd 4= e AT F WA

=
A EL YULE EL 4

o ZA @ v
FAOIA TS G % 9l
EET R QACHAIA A QACEF

Eol Al #ej=ar, 32 PC TC WA 123t 23PC
9} TCHA Sta, aureuss QAC <A Atet
FRAXEAo] AdE 49 5 1 4 $hol
A AR =]l

%a]% oj%’-%cﬂ— ?:_m H]—qu. pFANe) /Uo] 7Po] /\]-

10— =TT =2 =3
89 47 T o] elolgle. WEADE
LS

QAC cetyrimethylammonium bromide”} 2%+
S SIS IR $15k] 10 o)y o)
A ARgSEe] gl

PCe}F TCW/do] 370 &l 22 20704 5¢F
QACel H/del = &<t 37 the 2ollA 3
%l Zo]tkBjorland et al., 2001).

2) OlAtmt 2 OlARtafloflM DIAIE LHA

Sta, aureuss 7H 49 vl E3F 20004
SoF 2ol PGR Sta. aureus”} 12.6%(22.2
% 2.8) 952 4 5 AUTHER2),

HHlpZol| 4] o] Bl&-2 11.4% Aot Al
AANA LAFARD A|EREAL HlEo] 1999
17.1%, 2000491 13,5%, 2001 12.8%, 2002
ol 14.7%, 2003Wol| 10.4%, 20049l 9.3%
Aot YA Al Ee FARRALIA Ho vl
o] ¥ =Sktt

I3 PGR Sta. aureus®] B]E-S 19990114




2004714] 45.6%7} WolFirt,

#3914 PGR Sta. aureusﬂ == A
FAARZE s 40 BlE2 7.1%(20001d) A
2003¢ 8.2% HAACE

= oA} i AA} 5\_01]/\1 PSS
AoA & 4
At o= :1 34 ‘?} Bl %@01 AT
712 A AlmAF S 2AARE0] ofE 1t
AAAE F Ao, =2 A= PGR Sta, aureuss
Zh= A4 olm] et Ho] § wE2e A
a, § 24 s AraagriE dR
Sh= 7o},

AEHoR F A = HAF

A
Bt} PGR Sta. aureus® H]E2S =A 2H=tl=

o]k,

20009 PGR Sta. aureus® ©d¥ $82
13.5/7.1 = 1.9 St} Z12]aL o] ofy] A7}
Hel Aoldt,
w251
UG

WA & Azl

u
L
o
E]
NG

)

< LLOM oA FRLE AA7|M 7=

HHE = 3t} v) 1w 3T o) e}

fE4

3) 20IE.2 LyAlnp B Eict
NVI(National Veterinary Institute) 7-4-$- 2|
24T E=(Osteras, et al., 1999a) 7k} Z10f u}

I Sampling
Placebo

I Penicillin+neomycin

Penicillin+ DHS
Il total

Proportional rate
—
N

45 d before drying off At drying off
A% A 452 A% A

At caiving 30 after caiving
Bt 4 ¥ % 309

Sample number

PECRS

O% 3. AR7| X=20f| BAE 2 Al7|E HLIAZILHY Sta. aureus®| HIE
(Osteras et al. 1999a). DHS=Dihydrostreptomycin
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= HolMol A YA Sta, aureus®] T Alo]
tiets] 73k dato] S 2l skich
2 CMSCC(composite milk SCC = 7HA] 4
SCO) (OR=1.8, 95% CI: 0.9 ~ 3.7)= A H]57]
= Al CMSCC 623,0000114] 167,0000] H]nLE=]| %)
T}, BMSCC7t %2 53HOR=2.2, 1.3-3.7)
BMSCC7} 184,000-364,0003} ] 25| 1T},

A vlf7lol Agh RS A5 £
(OR=4.8, 2.1-11)2 -fgo] gl Aok vw
Hct AuA o2 PGR Sta. aureus®] Z7|&
g]i= (OR=8.9, 4.8-20) ¥] W& E= &
kg vl L= At

A6-5 A 587F o2 A= 23 Zo] H2 A
A(PC+DHS 193) 43] AR A] OR=2.7(1.1-
6.5+ 7P W& FE=(PC+ neo 193} 2
FAA gt OR=1.3(0.4-3.5) 2} tf= 77} H]

:Laur a0} B4 o 7 7oA SCCe =
S -2 AofA] 27] CMS PGR Sta, aureus
o] S7Hh

olgko. WP 0 @ =0 §OOE rFEL 70 3}

T A CMS o= AR WA Sta. aureus
7} & W7t B SR8kl AlAlsh= Aol =
& SCCYl & WHEH A7 ASEH 94
A7 ] mE2aL O 5 AlgtetE o g ofdo] &
= A& F8asit
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o] &= WAl rqi%%ﬂ =9
o2 A Aof T UL %
= A w2 8o

36%1 ot

2 SCC 4 U A HEEESO] 2 o

(Osteras et al., 1999b) 152 e 2 tjAlo] Hc,
o] AlFlof|A] & mAERA A B WA-RHA}

£ 2= Aol o]Juke & Aot} Hgo] 2

SCCAIA, A} Al&-2 CMuiz o] gHasi,

L) WA o] ATkt

Osteras 5(2006)2 Sta. aureus®l| s}
OR=4.9(41-5.8)2 72 2ofA FUsHA H= A
3t OR=1.7(1.4-20) &= &of A7]= A2l
B RIS

PGR Sta. aureus®l|4| 4o A3te Hohyd
Eo|akA] it

ey 5l AT} 92 OR=8.8(4.5-
16.9)¢} 53ttt o] PGR Sta. aureus®l

28 4§ Abo] B} ol A} glth=

o
flo

Ty S W o vk & oE PGR Sta.
e =4 Y o PGR Sta.

aureuss WAsk= 71371 8.8 Z7lsith=s A
01‘3}. o] A& 20 PGR Sta. aureuss 24| Gh=

A

PGR Sta. aureus WAL AAZ 5YZ =%
olgh= A& Wakal, T3+ PGR Sta, aureust &
22 U Sta, aureus E538F Ao &3tch=

28 AR

M o



CNS9] Hetst 93kS OR-4.7(3.5-6.3)0

AH A& W Jotst gt OR=1.4(1.2-1.6)9] &
2 Y Aoks} gaFo| Q= Sta. aureus®d 1A}
o] Hgt}

oA A2 4 W A= o A5
ot

=}

g =4 W Al JFE OR=2.11.4-
3.0) o]t}

o] HPAe 4 Wf Al A9 2ot o] Axk=
27} Sta. aureuselA HAS Ay} EHA5] vb
tiolct,

Alate] o] F FHollA| o] PGRY wgat 24t
o] o] 7}A] 714 0] AJAFE|AL Q)T

Osteras 5(2006)°] A-FolA HAg & o
shute] fHF Aol gk A2 A4 o] &
Aolet, 123l FAUA ==

Sta. aureus®} CNSol|A PGRe| gt A=A
FEFo| TLE|sitt= Aot

a3y AR S] 2AAYE 242 PGR Sta,
aureus®ll et AEJL Sta. aureus®] £l
A A4 ko) k= ghdsietar YR

T1eu ONS= 129/190 A &2 11.5%0114 64
21%7A| 2= o 9] PGR AlEA Bl&0] 9t

Sta. aureus?} CNSol| tfgh A&d2 AAikat
PGR 25 882 1349 it}

o] ¥k E3t PGRE whFat Alti€] 7] Ho] ot

5o FARIT.

o ZAo] gt $Fo 2 A= Sta. aureus
35%7F BAA oA ZetAu|= 9] blaZ 53Rk
65%7HA] S A Y= E3ESHTH

CNSo|A e metan|= ) blazZe] THA] 4%
oF AMA oA 96%et= A = A ot

W= tetk®t str, A= Sta. aureus?}t CNS
T 7HA] Zetan| s A Fe = Sl

8. STEHIAM LHEdHS = ofmet7r?
Hew de we cepe with resistance in
the Nerdic ceuntries
b 7 U A8 AR A &gl
TAZ ALIES RS ZHA] AL Qi
ot g2 AgEle 5A7F 222 Aoy 285
AE AR
183 E2go)= 3~4Y EoF A Y 7
w7 3k sl Aot

i

TR RE U} 499 ARE A Ads)
£ AL wagol v AgolA A9 Alga)
%) gkt

e 20 10% A RS 9Jshe] AR
shct, 2|24 IQ% Zpo|7b Qlal, oAy A
31 oA} o] Zto]7} 3l

3 1 Azt o] ftAg datolA U
2R oF7E po] 7} Qlek,

Bt e @ okS- A ofHT

074 $-2l= 7122 AoA 290 At

1) AlZoflM bt
H= yehs Aol 23t WA o SEAIAE 7t
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1990@1 0] 717H83t thHE CM2 TCE 2| =3}
R, W2 = 2E G oAt AN FAAFY
OIS FAsHEh AR F = =A i

19974 A58t SRS FEEE o 27 o
=538 ‘Rl‘: PIA = gtk A G

PC G9} TCOll A33t= Sta. aureus HAIWHA
= H= AR oA kel

1998 H-sAIE Hof| Alg= HE
Bl

7k G Aol thstel=
3| Ho] ZHAs= Aol
FAb= 7 A= A 57t = Ao =Ee)
Aolt}, 183l EEjEl= Aolal £
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F 71 i Fagh il =T HH
fol E= iAW/ AASH ] st /\F%ﬁ}t
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Future trends and pessisle preblems

1) A A

A AN Sl 9 Fe T FAA
o FYHAI Eb AR of] WO T S

IR P OR TS S AT A F
st Hesiort

92t PC 67} ob 7] ARt H B
et Lhefol 12 9o] PC G of 3ol & 5

AAR FT 72482 2FA 8= Osteras
5(1999ab)E 7= gt /ﬂE”ZﬂE—].% Fs17] =
ol Sta. aureus 80%*&H]-&-2 74t

o2 Aele AA o we spAel Q2o 5
AR = A X J/dk= ZlolT

T2y 9-g)+= o] A2 BAJEtofof gt

o] 9] Aut= oflAet 4= ot
o Feto] WA A

49lo] Fr},

2) Methicillin LHA] A = AFT1 A (MRSA)

Devriese®t Hommez(1975+= 207 #A]& Y
Aol 2 g FESRAIRA 2
68MRSAE 7]5’6} c},

o] o o = Al ThsAdol e e
A T2 “ﬂiﬁﬂ‘ﬂ Halot,

A= o] o FolA EHA W A A
whEo] FA|EO] It the 5442 WHoldo] W
A=At

Z beta hemolysin A Ao & o =2
fibrinolysin(staphylokinase)¥} ¢172 % it}

lipase§ A, enterotoxin B 123l delta

hemolysin Z18]3l neomycin, chloramphenicol,
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tetracyclines, methicillin, spectinomycin W43 ALY o5 FApo A YA AR st
TE E= U macrolidet/d 7 $A 1T = fIoke] B ol A At =,
71 FAE AuE s Y AakelA A HETRANES 159 el E
Hato] ZH= MRSAQ] whgel Zojc), 71 ofBA FAYAE ARSHE7E 87+ de
o] WAL Algtolgtol A & AR & Hdo] 7} 9= Aol
=k

a2n Az AE BAEe MrsA =t JEREE B Pl
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