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Table 1. Number of positives of pens and samples in the isolation of Sallmonella spp from Korean

native cattle feedlot

Pens Sample
Herd size(head)
No. tested No. positive % positive No. tested No. positive % positive
Less than 30 12 3 25.0 96 3 3.1
31 to 50 12 8 66.7 72 13 181
More than 51 9 5 55.6 96 8 8.3
Total 33 16 485 264 24 9.1
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Table 2. Prevalence of positive pens by number of positive samples per pen

No. positive samples per pen Feces Drinking water No. pens (%)
0 23 26 18 (54.5)
1 7 > (27.3)
2 3 5: (15, 2)
3 0 30)

1 1
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Table 3. Isolation rates and serovars of Salmonella isolated from feces of Korean native cattle feedlot

Status of Feces Serovars

feces No. of tested  No. of positive % positive A B C C D
Normal 142 12 84 1 1 2 7 1
Diarrhea 23 2 8.7 1 1

Total 165 14 85 1 1 3(214) 8(57.1) 1

Table 4. Variables associated with recovery of Salmonella spp. from fecal samples in Korean native
cattle feedlot

pens
Variables Levels
No. positive No. negative % positive P(x2)
Yes 10 7 53.8
. o X
Cleaning pen No 5 7 107 0.362
Cleani ter bath? Yes 10 10 50.0 078
eaning water ba No 5 4 556 ;
Yes 5 6 45
. . 2 ; &
Disinfection pen No 10 8 556 0597
Yes 5 7 417
g 4) <
Use feed additives No 1 6 647 0.219
. Yes 1 7 125
Saw dust pen N 14 7 66.7 0.009
o Mooring 11 7 61.1
Types of pen Gieing A 7 364 0.196
o Cows 4 7 36.4
Purpose of feeding Bull 8 A 667 0.146
1) Once in 1~3 day. 2) Once to twice a day.  3) Once to twice a month.

6) At least 85% of the cattle in the pen were type of opening or mooring.

)
4) Always or at any time 5) Floor covered with saw dust
)
7) At least 85% of the animals in the pen were beef-type cows or bulls,
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