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O ABSTRACT 0O

Through our own field observations, it has been found that the poultry diseases and
therapeutic failures increase continuously, especially with the absence of strict biosecurity
procedures and scientific treatment methods such as the reliance on susceptibility tests to
curb inappropriate indication and antibiotics use. Therefore, 160 suspected samples from
ill chicken were cultured to isolate the pathogens and perform susceptibility tests for the
cultured bacteria against 18 kinds of antibiotics that are in use to determine the drug that is
most effective for the feasibility of applying the laboratory results in the field. This
indicated the importance of sensitive tests in improving the health situation of treated
poultry farms. Flourfinicol showed the most effective drug with 0% resistance, while the
Flumequine was the worst drug with 75% resistance.
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Sensitive Intermediate Resistant
(S) (1) (R)
Amoxicillin AMX 25 MEG 31 or more 23-30 22 or less
Ambicillin AM 10 meg 20 or more 15-20 15 or less
Cephalexine CFX 30 meg 18 ore more 15-17 14 or less
Chloramphinicol C 30 meg 18 or more 15-17 14 or less
Ciprofloxacin CIP 5 meg 21 or mor 16-20 15 or less
Colistin sulphate coL 10 meg 11 or more 9-10 8 or less
Co-trimoxazole SXT 25 meg 17 or more 12-16 13 or less
Doxicyclin DOX 30 meg 16 or more 13-15 12 or less
Erythromycin E 15 meg 23 or more 14-22 13 or less
Enrofloxacin ENR 5 meg 21 or more 16-20 15 or less
Flumequine FL 30 meg 22 or more 16-20 15 or less
Gentamycin GN 10 meg 15 or more 13-14 12 or less
Neomycin N 30 meg 17 or more 13-16 12 or less
Norfloxacin NOR 10 meg 21 or more 16-20 15 or less
Pefloxacin PF 10 meg 21 or more 16-20 15 or less
Oxytetracyclin OX 30 meg 19 or more 15-18 14 or less
Tylosine TY 30 meg 23 or more 14-22 13 orless
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