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Diagnosis and Drug Sensitivity Test of Suspected Avian Klebsiella brucellosis

HU Xiao-miao, ZHANG Dan-jun” , DAI Yin et al (Institute of Animal Husbandry and Veterinary, Anhui Academy of Agricultural Sci-
ences, Hefei ,Anhui 230031)

Abstract [ Objective] To diagnose the chickens suspected of having Klebsiella brucellosis. [ Method ] By using the liver and brain tissue of
the diseased chicken, we inoculated in tryptone agar medium, MacConkeyagar medium, SS agar medium and rabbit blood agar medium to cul-
ture the suspected Klebsiella brucellosis colony. Gram stain found that the strain belonged to Gram-negative bacteria, the colony was subjected
to hemolysis and biochemical tests. [ Result] The results preliminarily reflected the suspected bacteria was Klebsiella brucellosis. The drug sen-
sitivity test showed that the bacteria had strong drug resistance to amoxicillin, kanamycin, ampicillin, cefotaxime , ceftriaxone , polymyxin and
tetracycline, more sensitivity to gentamicin, tobramycin, enrofloxacin, amikacin,and erythromycin, neomycin between them. [ Conclusion ]
Drug sensitive test provides direction for treatment of the bacteria, but also reminds drugs must not be abused in order to avoid drug resistance.
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