e

BEMEEEATHELI : — (1970 7))
AR S RILA K WL B R X R 4FT Y
—(§ ) B 3%

SO O E-m F A
CIEEXT EX L,

7 3 B
(X # %)

B A - AR S
(X # B

] *

EIERE LB AR RMASEES S EEE CMT % » M SH  IRIRGHEO HARL
TR T AR S » R RE6S R — A B A B K 0 T ISKM BB IR LR - A
£ 80006 » WA ZEEGHE - e —ERRT  SILHRH ARG BERCHREE -
HBE> CMT R HERE 5 fFsk 2 25. 6% /6 5 16.7% » ISR ILE A 2 ERERFH6. 8% R F
2.29 o BRI 75. 4% T+ 93.5% o i REURRIIE 2 BETE B M AR I 8 A o) BB TE AL
A-TRBR AR I #  FHIEER AR -

EWAEGILAELE A SREESHAESRES Y  FREN  BRABLEAEARBRER
HEANRE » B iHREEEN SRR e Ed » BEKAMIRE (Streptoccecus agalac
tine) FHIfER + MARKRILES » EHMBT - BN~ BE > 3R B8 BESZETHRES
s B9 B 2 B 7 IR O PR E — ) PR MG 0 B 8 A IR 1t B HOS BR T BN LA BRI » FARARREILLEE
HREEGHRE - EEA T S£BEETRSE2RBFAEEEVEL  ATEFHEERER2E
ISEGEE > IRESE RS HETHSLE S EEWR 2 BEEE > HREZRBEATEFILEL
WHEEREREILMRELERZRRBIE o RBENFIRTZFE—AE TN F Rt
(Control program) 2% -

Tl

HEA 7

(—) Control Program> A% :
1.4 2 EE K CMT ’fﬁﬁ Jl)i%* +ll£%ﬁ4‘%5‘%ﬁ$%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ5ﬁ§

Taiwan Prov, Res. Inst. Amm Hlth Exp. Rep. , 11 1 — (1974)
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2. IS E B A EILERE R E R penicillin, streptomycin JRBETR  MEHFRTHFEI
T HILBRERRRI -
3.EAER TG RIEN » LBHERRAGRETRMERFEHTRIGE -
4. 4 ¥%  (penicillin B streptomyein) $EREHTEERE » B0 B2 YL G
i FARERR A o
5. R EMERMEER -
6. EinhERARFOCHERESAREAEEDL®K -
7.5+ M F A & T B M FLER SIS 0 11,2002 Antiseptol W IgIEZLIE I BIEEE AL E—K
(Teat Dipping method) -
(=) WEBHE:
1. BFERERAT R -
2.200 rpm/1557 350 » TRICRBILL 5 %R MR L T -
IHEEEER CAMP Test [T Streptococcus agalactiae o
4.1) Difcodfi 4:FERSHHE Disk FfiResistance Test o
(=) wE:
2 HEEHEF=H5M  Dpenicillin ointment 1008552 % » 2) penicillin-Streptomycin
ointment <4 penicillin 308 %A Streptomycin 500mg, 3) Chleramphenicol oirt—
ment & Chloramphenicol 500 mg, penicillin 20 YL » [ =8 EREESE FEREA4 4
AEHA o
() WEH$FHE
LLIER %i%ﬁ%li&@%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁ AAERL AT ~ S RE - BRERR - BORR - BTERR -
rafE » RLBE - BT - TEARNR  BRERNE - SEENR o mEERR  FEE - Bl > MEERETE
RBE » H WA EEE— K63, 1 ~6 A)7,91401 - FHIH(FEIEEE3. 7 ~121 )8,7228R -
(R) HRFM
B E R AT RS0 o MR- (63.1~67) REZM
- (63. 7 ~12R) B2 EAFRRARE DRI -

4 X
(—) #EPHREZFBERERLEDE L
F 1L MR MG RIS
Tab. 1. Distribution of milking cow in various districts and number

of samples examined

WOl o® - @ (6.1~-6) ifﬁ - M (8L7~12)
Interval Tanuary--]une 1974 : July ~December 1974

Bl A UAl
H:ZZ?-LLF' ?Z\?JA Jﬁ& i A TF U | BETHE a4
%, Total |’\Io milking No. quarters'%

| examd.! mllkmgcows cows examd  cxamd. _| examd.

W oth B WL HEEEN I HETEE
Districts| Total No. [No. milkingiNo. quarters|
mllkmgcowstcows examd _ examd.

% 202 242 o0 855 217 217 g8 100
|

% LR 883, 758 3,020 85.5) 821 372 1,488 453

e @R 1,132 734 2,936 64.8fj 808 228 3312 100

M 8| 143 118 2 823 371 371 1484 100

u
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7B 315 258 w820 219 219 1116 100
T 513 213 1100 536 769 769 aorel 100
e B 1,239% 1,027, 3108 829, 1,484} 1,255 50000 846
1T R 203, 158 632 778'- 153 169! 676 100
S 363 7 ag 584 575 579 23000 100
iR s ann 1264 809‘ ns 196 784 412
=B 622 521 2080 838 1015 139 2082 727
i 277! 220 g0 794 509 509 203 100
HOHE 615% 502! 2008 81.61‘ 537} 537 21480 100
E 362, 362 L448 100, 316, 316, L264 100
e 607, 307, 1228 508 433 433 1732 100
: 1 i ‘ ‘
& 7914 5,002; 24,008! 758 8722 7,564 30256, 8672
X |

(=) CMTREZ MR » H25.6% X167 FHER # (FNE2)

# 2. AR CMT REREAZHES

Tab. 2. Shift of CMT Reaction after the control program

Mmoo B - om (eki~er) % = M (6.7~128)
Interval ~ January—June, 1974 ) o July_—jp_ggrgligr 197}4 N

I CMT (+4) L 1‘ CMT (+9)
Bistdicls | No saareess No-o o LoaT pi%i%;::/;e | N s INo LSt LM i"%%/ag

- examd, Reaction | ‘ examd, | Reaction

& gsar 213 22.0‘1 sssi 195] 225
x b & 5,020 1,501 527 1,488 618) 415
BOE R 29% 303 103 3312 403 122
O 472 201 615 1,484! 410i 271
BOE K 1,032, 117 113 1,116‘ 128 115
xE B OR 1,150 411} 374 3,076 154 5.0
A 4,108 619, 15.1] 5,020 21| 56
o B 632 122' 193] 676! 152% 225
oM R 848 110‘ 130|i zsool 182; 7.9
A 1,244 302 24, 3! 84 %66 339
- S 2,084 284 141 2,982 281 9.5
=l - 880 479" 541" 2,036} 289 338
B ®E R 2,008 258 129, 2,148 505 0 235

B 1,448; 825! 5101 _ 1,264 588‘ 465
fa 1,228 214 174 1,732 210 121
it ol } 24,008] 6,149 235 .‘30,258! 5,062 167

i | 3 i |
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=) EASRERES Bl CMT + + DL LRI 552 R h26. 9% 213.7% & e 2 Rt

#3
% 3. SA EgGEM CMT RE+ -+ EFBREZIES
Tab. 3. Shift of percentage of quarters infected by SA with
CMT higher than+ + reaction after the Control program
i
mwoom | # — i (63.1~86 F) = (63.7~12H)
___Interval _ ___Japuary~Juoe, 1974 || July ~December 1974
CMT (++) !Sc. agalctiag] | CMT (++) [Sc. agalctiac
%5 i 9 UbEnER 'y BO# % LLESBR %
Districts No. quarters [SA infected' Percentage No. quarters |SA infected; Percentage
>4 +CMT Recat. quarters ! >3- +CMT React| quarters |
¥ oW 2131 76. 357 195 51 262
E db # 1,591 835 527 | 618 194 314
: : |
w EH R 303, 4 L3, 403 22 53
§ oM O 291] &, 21.3] 410 62 121
B OE R 117 1 85 129 5 3.9
E b K 411! an 100 154 20 130
1 ! ‘
¥ R 619 19 al 281 8 2.9
o R 122 33 2711 152 9 5.9
® K 110 { 3.si 182 2 11
® %R 302 51) 166 266 38 135
%® M OW 294 125 426! 281 39 139
i i
= 479 801 16.7l 689 83 12.1
B R B 258 139. 539/ 505 76 151
X W A 825 146 177 588 64 109
WO W 214 24 112 210 22 105
!
& = 5,14gj 1,652 6.9 | 5,062 693 13.7

(M) EILAREHRORESZ LA EENRTOL~62EMFAARTN B39 E 5 —JIRE33.2

%A HAEEZE18. 9% F HE 2 EHINFE 4
% A, Streptococcus agalactiae{ 3 fill 7 HHE 2 HEE

Tab. 4. Shift of proportion of SA among other bacteria after the Control

program
|\
mow 8 - 1l (63.1~6 ) ot - i €63, 7~1258)
__Interval | " January~June, 1974  July ~December 1974
. K Hi A Sc. agalactiae | mEE R Sc. agalactiae |
Wil 5 B B | SMLER w5 oE W AESER
Districts | No. quarters | No. quarters No, yuariers | No. quarters :
~ . 'with path.bact] with SA  Percentogze iwith pathubact. with SA ¢ Percentage
| \ | |
- S 192 75 4.5, 63 51! 78.5
E It B 1,058, 839, 79.3i 370, 194 524
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L
BEoEOE R B ®R X RS TE
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3 I R RERRBRRRER2RR

it

193 ¢
191, 62
5] 10
411 415
619i 1%
104 33
25 4,
187i 50
199{ 125
an 80
337 139
825 146
206 24
4,984 1,652

213
17.9
10.0

31|
31.7)
16.0i
267
62.8
216
413
177
117

332

306
354

68
154
211
117

86
229

62
605
339
508
170]

3,664

36

39,

83
76
64
2

693

1)

12
173
74
13.0
31
71
23
15.7
€29
13.7
24,6
126
12,9

189

(£) BAMREALELZGRER » B P25 A% EEHS M2 5% EHEZHRE - 8

m#Es

F 5. SA mastitis (HREZHE

Tab. 5. Shift of percentage with succeed treatment after the control program

woo — it (63.1~6f) “ % = L (63.7~12K)
Interval a#ﬂﬂﬁgnrary~]une, 19"]4 - gﬁ;ﬂﬂﬂzgly ~December1974
gisﬁic?i | lfl};:n, q?z‘i.rteﬁ tNﬁ%ﬁiﬁs R 'I@;l q'?;lrteﬁ N‘?Jﬁﬁlﬁggs i £ %

| infected SA  treatment % Tecover | infected SA treatment 4 recover
*x b i 76.‘ '16F 89.31 51 46 90.2
X &t B 839, 154 87.1 194 177 96.2
W E OB 4| 4 100 22 15 68.2
5 4 W 62.‘ 62 83.9“ 62 62 100
BOE R 10 10 70.0?‘I 5 5 100
X+ K 41i 41 73.2:i 20 20 100
A 1. 19 421 8 8 100
R 331 3 1001} 9 9; 100
E H W 4 4@ 100” 2 2E 100
¥ A W 50! 50 50! 36 % 100
x & W 125 125 695/ e o) 821
EERTI 80, 7 | 83 Il 96.4

98.1:
I
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33
L7}
T

o M R

Julig

st

139
1461
|
24

1,652

139i
146

2

:
%3
|

I
288!
100
583

754,
|

6931

631

84.2
98.4
80.9

93.5

(GR) WAMREILE ARG IR > B — 6. 8% R N2 2.2% » BB ZBREHL

#=6
% 6. SA mastitis JEBEZHER
Tab. 6. Shift of SA mastitis incidence in population of dairy
cows ofter the control program
|

fnr;tervg{J o ng_ilary~]%jne, Iggi ilwtirﬁ) I;" % Ju!:;;;-—Decembelj (1%32:17 127D B

examd. SA infected ;| Percentage j examd. SA infected | Percentage
#® b ol 968 75!1 78% 868} 51 5.8
 JEA 3,020 839 217, 1,488, 194 13.04
W E W 2,936 ' 0.14] 3,312! 2 0.66
¥ 0 R 472 62 13.1!1‘ 1,484 62 42
B OE K 1,032 10 09 1,116 5 0.44
E 5 % 1,100 41! 3:{“ 3,076 20 64
AR 4,108 19 0.46H 5,020 8 015
Wk R 632 33 5.2 876 g9 13
e 848 4 047] 2,300 2 008
5K 1,244 50 402 784 36 46
X H R 2,084 1255 5.9? 2,952 39) 161
WO W 880 80 99| 2,036 83 a1
B R R 2,008 130 65 2,148, 76|‘ 3.02
E E 1,448 146 1007 1,264 64 8.1
= oW 1,208 2 1.1!!1 1,732 22 1.2
& i 24,008 1,652 e.s‘ijl 30,256 693 220

‘ .

AAABREHBBRAEE LA EAOERRE  REESREMERA e £ AA%R
W - 4@ Hale®et. al. 1956 WA HRAMAMKEAL £ 248 - BERTAL L SAER
W 15% » ARMMABFERELRINRE 25 E > KERFIRAR - £IERBIS 10% » Hl
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T2 EREHMIL BRI EEE] (New York State Mastitis Control Program) #HaShis T »
RBESLERTLEMS %Ll E (Morss 1961) *0 BAMBRELBRCAETEEEE » £568%
RIS (BREITFIO7L ~ 72) © % a IR Vb 2 M (MOG4R1971) & » i B
ez FEERE CRSFH1973) © » B REINE  (EREIEF1974) » BB AR (8T
1972) 2 > B iEH 2 W B (BRpr1974)  4E—Hid 2 Sy BIMRBIR T =A% %15
PAT BRI B MG B /L 5080 - HETTRH AR -
LB RAYBE i AR RS  MSEE: « B ML WH  IRAE - LA i ESRE
o (MHCERM R BN BLEHIEEIHERB AR ¢ Derbyshire  J. B (1962) *®  Dodd, et.
al (1964) % Qutteridge et. al (1968) " Norcross and Stark (1969) 3 | Derbishire, and
Smith (1969) ™ ZkHR (1971) @ iR @ AR ERILE K2R » M3 BE T2 4
im o Dodd (1964) ' h4k LUEELEE Y > FURHE TEEFIT » 15BR KR » ERIFE 02 5 M il
o PR MR EEE Y » REREINE > BRBAB SR WNIERZESRR
(Peterson 1964*Y s Walser 1966 | Nyhan and Cowhic 196839, Fell and Richaros 1970 20 )
 EREFEE 2 BEMER A REA ) 2 HBEERE SRS AR (Hibbitt et, a] 1969 , Mcmi
lian 1969*, Thiel 1969 ) o {ERFEPEFE ABOE 2 TL05 SR RBEH & B T 8 il BT
(EpEEE1974) » HitnA R THMBEEEILBRMIE T EEEN R - SRERRILE RS
R i L bR » B RAEREEE S » BFAGREERL AR EEREZH
We MATRTEARBEAGEHEIT2EETREABKZERE Y THE 0 (Kingwill et
al 196627 , Neave et. al, 196659 ) » %4 100100ppmz Chlorhexidine = 100ppm 2 Iodophor
BHGEHEILE  RESFRAEASISRAERELE » Al FREBGLHEEL 85°C Mk
PATEFEHAESI 5,0020pm 2 hbphorFRERTETRT 2K -
SLBRREESANE R B EREE S 2 RR - e T A mE - AELEKRHY 1941
s AR W 0 (Slencer 19529, Edward 1956 ) » BB 254 ¥k F (Lancaster
1949% , Hughes 1933, Davidson 1934') > Sz WE PSR » W AE&E T EMEARIE
MEREE » AR A (Wilson 1833%, Davidson 1938™, Scott 1963 **, Wilkinsonl1965*,
Brookbanks 1965) JehDavidson (1958) ' Ji Scott (1963) 0 LUK A SeakAE R e AL 2
FLIRE 2 40 T R 0 60—99. 3% » LUAEMIEB LU AR R R 2R (Hay 194199,
Keslar 1943 Spencar 19324, Hugh=s 1933%, Resd 1954%' Wilsonl1850% ) (M i JERT 45
AN 2B (Kesler 1948%9,  Spencer 1952490 b HRPE fLEZ FLEE 2T -
HEWELL TIOC DL Rz sk 0B E L | iR AB Gz REE (Hay, 1941°%, Davidson
19534 | Davidson 19389, Newhould 19555 ) » {IUEinTE B BREL b AN B IR
LLiLungsm g (Teat Dipping Mathod) FAEH LB & 2 REH » BUE T R EMERM 2HE - L
F o HEE e B o (e I S MDD RN B FLUAAER L NS B 22 5 (Davidson
1954 | Moller 19373, Davidson 1938'", Hickman 196229, Tripathy 1963%", Brookbanks
1955 | Newhbould 1955% , Wilkinson 1933) *°, Newbould 19677, Roberts 1969'%,
Neave 109595 » fRIE=Z19731%) » AR5 PETFH 2 45588 An tiseptol 1 : 200 2 K& »
Sk LR R A SRR 0 HARREE o EWEDARENY Starhylococcus
Aureus #l1 Streptococcus Agalactiae SLH TR Z B840 0 /% RS SRU A B 9T AL SHAEE -
(‘I'eat Dipping) -
A AR AL R 2B G LR R — TR e s B o ST e B S AL B RO > B v
& FEG ik ek (R BIZ T SR v Fa e G e Rl e O g RS- FEERT=I
MEHSEE (1~8) o fRAKLF AN %2 WA SURBERRLE L » TE WA T 2 hE5k - 2
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e B 4 b 7 i SL TR (Streptococeus Agalactiae) fL5S e Hit# (Control Program) » ¥
ofe e A B4 U B o A B R A i o DRRR AL R A 7ok 8 1 @ 396 AR TR i LR
T o BLIRFT HE B — B

Lo ph— @R R > f— H (BRI RIR G EAAEMFaRRE > +—H FfEsE KRR
Bl S IEE AT R 2 R L - WM E 2 S BT B LS IR Z 5% L -

th CMT RERSGE mIzR 4 > oSl A LA Bt B 25.6% » -+ A A LLKES16.7% » i
7 e e LB R B R B B T - R BRI ERE -

Wi Ak LB SRS BB 47 Bk Streptococcus agalactine 2 JREEER 5 1 226.9% BB =M
13.7% » pLER B RS 2 IR SLA R SRR LA TR TR AR FLOHEE » MR EHE Y - M Stre
ptococcus agalactine 2 {S3E B KRR © FiL Streptococeus agalactize REEEIIT2ERAE
B 4 5 40 R LR 2 439 » B MR e At Bl S (A B 93, 2% W+ S B A RSREE18.9% » HERR
Y9E N Contro] program f§ Streptococeus agalaciiac HENAFEHE » BRELHERELE
MR E L o SORES (ERERRE 1971,1972,1972,% .0 ) ZAEER FEHFERILE %
B L LR e RS 4 515,329 » JLeh @ ER R4 T0%1M Streptococcus agalactiae RBgeE
AL GHER(E 2 T0% » % Streptococcus agalactiae TR BHEEER 7.9% AKAT SA mastitis
control program 4% » #—ASAMIAI£36.8% » A TR SA KEBEME 2.2% » ERMA
K E=S g2 e

HPRILE R SRR E L GEEET5.4% » (LETLEMRER3.5% » X—HERE
FRiE program 2R HiE— e BE 45 S LR EC IR ERIGRMEL » EH iR
DETEMERZERL  HAEBEARS » HEME progrom #EETITEMNEHRARSE
ARTE R -

Bl FE SRR — S ST RS B MRS R BN ERE Y AR 5
BT M o BT R — NS LR ERERE B - mILE R SR SR AR &~
Bk SHWETRETT -

wo #

AR R Y REAR BRI T LERH RRER AN TFARZ
5 A LR o

= £ X B

1 EREARE ~ #h36% ~ R - @RL (1971

FEACE M LB SRR

5o R # LA #iNo. 8,51—55

(BREREE - MBS (1972)

HEEEAE L RBEW

LB R AW AT RIFCR @ (1972.58pp)

3.EREIAE ~ BROEEHE ~ B AR - WAP (1972
EWAEIETLRE £ TR A 2 D (BT
SRR AR LA N, 9 0 T3-T8

3]
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4. DREAH - MRS ~ BEA - BER - WSFE 972)
EEELA I BREREZRARRE
EWMHFBHAFHENC. 9 » 7986

S HRJGER - BRERRT ~ BHSF{E ~ A (197D)

IFLMRE e R BN RE R L RERS 2 B RS
EMEFREHAWHENo. 8 » 4550

6.BR<F(L - BREARF - H¥EER (1973)
RAMREHTUHE SR BT R
B REHmPNE No. 10 » 67—72

7. 50807 (1974)

AR LB R AR 2 S R PR R L P R I R
EMEFHEHAF®R No.11.

8. 5fEAE (1974)

AR ELERH LB K ZBHHAE (D s
TR ERBHAWH No. 11,
9. BRERAT ~ $hEs (1974)

AN BEA B R ZRATE

S EREHAR#ENo. 11

10

SORTR (1971)
7V 7 ERE LR RO R

BLEANo. (3H) .35

11

GRETE s uHER s T (1973)
- -l L5 ELEDTRE R 2T

BB A S #iNo.598 » 8 ~11
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Summary

A control program against Streptococcas agalactine mastitis including  California
Mastitis Test, Bacteriological examinations, clinical treatments, milking hvgiene masure
ments and teat dipping was carried out during the vear 1974, Dairy areas covered [ifteen
districts in Taiwan province with a total number of 8,000 milking eows was pat into
the control program. During a period of 12 months of extensively control activites, the
incidence of Streptococcus agalactiae mastilis was  declined to a certsin extent. The
incidence of CMT reaction of tctal pepulaiion was decreased from 23.6% to 16.7% during
the end of the first year.

Isolation of Streptococcus agalactine showed a [requency distribution of 6.8% with
compaired to 2.29 at the end of the period. At mean time the prognosis of succeed
treatment of clinical Streplococcus agalactiae mastitis was increased [vom 75.49% to 93.5%4.
From the data indicats that an extensively taking up of the control program t» an extent
of several years is possible for controlling and even eradicating the organism in Taman

before the population of milk cow is largely increased.



