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Treating Seed Duck Salpingitis Caused by Producing-ESBLs
Escherichia coli with Antibacterial and Chinese Traditional Medicine

SI Hong*binl, TANG Cheng*mingz, CHEN Pengju3
(1. College of Animal Science and Technology, Guangxi University, Nanning 530003, China;

2. Guangxi Institute of Veterinary Drug Control Nanning 53000, China;
3.The Project Research Center of Veterinary Drugs Preparation of Hefei, H efei 230001, China)

Abstract. Bacteria which caused seed duck salpingitis were isolated and identified by laboratory
means and its sensitivities to the extended spectrum -lactamase ( ESBLs), 24 species antibacteri-
al and 5 pharmacopoeia compound pharmaceutical were determined. The results showed that the
separated bacterium was Escherichia coli producing ESBLs. Tests of drug sensitivities showed
that the bacterium produced drug resistance to many usual veterinary clinical drugs, such asB-lac-
tam antibiotics, quinolones, chloramphenicoles, aminoglycoside, and so on.T he bacteria was sensi-
tive to polymycin, imipenem, meropenem, 3-lactam drugs combined with enzyme inhibitor could
decrease the minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC ). Therefore the best effective treating meas-
ures for salpingitis was using B-lactam drug and enzyme inhibitor combined with Chinese tradi-
tional medicine. One week after treatment, the laying rate of seed duck was recovered to 86%.
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