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Abstract

Objective: The aim of this study was to survey antibiotic residues in commercial broiler farms’ chicken meat sold in the
markets of 6 northeastern Thai provinces and in backyard farms’ chicken meat and liver sold in Mueang district, Khon

Kaen.

Materials and Methods: From August to September 2018, a total of 600 chicken meat samples of commercial farms
were collected from the markets in 6 provinces (100 samples per province): Udon Thani, Nakhon Ratchasima, Ubon
Ratchathani, Sisaket, Mukdahan, and Khon Kaen. An additional 50 samples (chicken meat = 25, livers = 25) of back-
yard farms were collected from the markets in Khon Kaen municipal during December 2018. The microbial inhibition
assays were used for antimicrobial residual detection, CM-Test and RR-test®.

Results: No antibiotic residues were found in all 600 chicken meat samples from standard commercial farms, while
chicken meat and liver from backyard farms yielded positive at 28% (14/50), which was found in chicken liver (44%)
rather than chicken meat (12%). This accounts for 4% of Tetracyclines and 24% of Macrolides-Aminoglycosides-
Sulfonamides drug classes.

Conclusion: Antimicrobial residues in chicken liver from backyard farms sold in Mueang district, Khon Kaen revealed
at a higher rate than in chicken meat. Consuming chicken liver poses a higher risk of antibiotic residues than chicken

meat. As a result, controlling antimicrobial usage in small farms is critical to avoiding drug residues.

Keywords: Antibiotic residue, chicken, liver, screening test, CM-Test, RR-test”

Volume 32 | Issue 1 | 2022 33



KKU Veterinary Journal

UNANNIAE

gAuqatwanAsluiiialiuazaunanuigly 6 Aaninniasziuaandaanilalng
N1SASIAULUARNTBINEY CM-Test WAz RR-test”

< <
a v a

nans AwsnAail”, gNEANA uWdItyaasd’, aRANA AITUNY’, a3gNE ATeeE, Mean ganin®

"nguaTesmansLAdnT anssdnauwmmsmans iianenatreruny A 3euu 40002 Uszmalng melalanmsessheddtuazmstnemaamalilag
NNINENAEI YU

*NQNVRNLITLIAINS AnUSARUIEIAARS i anENaEIR N A 391N 40002 LszmA e

NI WITANAATTNIRLNLE AU AAWNTEIAGFS JNINENAEIIOMLN A 283 40002 LszinA e

“Trameniadad Ao dnunEmARS A INgAEIaLLT 2. 381 40002 LssmAlne

INENBENTANTINUAZNIITANT NVTINENAEITITIANTAT FLANFLIEN 24084 4.49787 90000

*HilseWusUssnina BLa: kochakr@kku.ac.th

UNANEa

s < di o ¥ = ¥ d” ! [ ! d’j ai 1 o s dl o 1
Qﬁlqﬂitﬂﬂﬂ LW@mm@mmufrgmwmnm\‘ﬂul‘u@iﬂmnwﬁuiﬂLu@'wmumﬁmmmmﬁmﬂ’mummmmﬂummm 6

o o

JdpraanTARzIueanatute waziaatnadialiassuliannnnfusstasnaring lunat AR asIa 1L

qamﬂnsmuawaﬁma et L@m'fmm:mmmﬁmmﬁwwmﬂummm Tudnameudaran Daneuiueney
2561 ToUTIRY 600 Fating WL 6 mmmmmﬂmu@@ﬂLﬂmmu@m@ §A997H UATIITANT QUATIIST AFATINY
HNANMNT UATIEUWNIY STARE 100 AL LAZALFRENAANEN 50 Fa0tng lutaReuiunAL 2561 Aafagng
deld (n=25) kazsu (n=25) fuanlnanusten Fnasiving lunanaidles e NINTIATNEUFRRE AT ARTIA
d113a31) CM-Test Az RR-test® Aliuannsdudadaunniice

uan1sANE ldwuedfgousen ﬁﬁﬂwﬁ@iﬁmﬂvﬁa“’ummﬂmﬁmﬁwmﬂummm 6 AMIANIARZTURENIRLNWTE W
wulusethaileliuaziuliannfumesian Annssmieluansneiies Swdnrauniy Wuauandesas 28 (14/50)
Tnenuluduln Gasay 44) wnndnieln (5aeaz 12) mnﬁq@ﬂwﬁ‘lﬁmmnﬁmLﬂuzﬁvmmummjmmmm%mﬁmﬁﬁu‘}’@ﬂ
az 4 uaznguunalaslas-adilulnalalod-dalnunlued wiiufeasy 24

a5 Faeensanifurates Nnanmialusaialiesaeuniu Hdnsnisnmanua s uaadnanAe v ligedn luie
I widnaglifiaauuansinesiuneadan nsuiinaduliasiianndesiiazfuendjdausanAreunnndieln anuanis
= & = s - | = o > = Y & v = :

Anw AaspauANAnRINNIgldeTaanfuedes iwetasiulymeanduqatinandeluwilialiuaziareslusialy

AdAny: enUfTusandng, Wa'ld, sy, n1snmadnnses, CM-test, RR-test”

34 Volume 32 | Issue 1 | 2022



UNU

& | o a A

WaldduidueiunsTdsfiuguningeiisnan
glauien Usraauinllinndsdeiatinlldsyneuduenmisg
Iaasinand1er919 dsswmalnagnuisananuwazaiminels

1 = :I/ =)
pganaieanaanial  Uszwnalnadulssmainsmnsngsy
MuaRansiansLElnALadean tlaqiiugaarnssunis
desladnddinisenasaetnsmnfuaziuiuseldnan
A v oA \ . a
7 2e9tszing Inaanizilieln Hyadinisdseanandy
103,892.69 A1ULN Tt w.A. 2563 (Department of Inter-
national Trade, Ministry of Commerce, Thailand, 2021) A91H
JUAIAIURINNT (food security) WazANLARAAEIRI8NT
(food safety) uitntszasAnanaesialan lnafane
NITUNBNTNIATFIUTENINNLIEINA (CODEX Alimentarius
Commission) utifaandaninuauuaniIaiNaAxAses
. v ao LY 4 -
qunwaudeaaedislnag vt dsenaneniunilslugandn
299 CODEX anflusesjifnudanimuauinggius
nana neeUiudszmalnefinisdseanitialidusnsusi 7
paslan wardulaune “funsalan” sl snananmig
UaansiesuAdunaunsianaInifuauisguzna Ay
Wuaauimiglunisenszduninsgiueiui s ne 1l
AN MLaziANLaansiE AT N1sRsIasatLazLdnsz 3
, = a =< P 4 o o

agaduszUy A0dRenN19uie lNNTa5 AN NI U Y
dszmAnazaNUseimne

Tunaassliive lWlsnanisaandua Nl
é (9;/ o £ £ £ a dl
asaNe UAunsasnsaduiesldu A uaaTn Lannix
4 L ewa Y I ¥

wpanalfiiadymnisnAsaesen wazdanasn (Muaz
etal.,, 2018) AanuansANHFaINI3 IdsugaTA Ty
ArFuludszmealng wudiiundirsaraanensnsinisden
o = Lo a4 A vy a 2 o
AuaaT uanantdinuandiinisldeanuazaniviedn
uenlunguifeniui Critical Important Antimicrobials
(CIA) 289wl (Lekagul et al., 2020) n1gldensnuqadn
atnqldgnseslunisdnedng wu naslienldnsuniu
o o . v [~3 a v
nuuaszazaTeInsinvrames liasufAull neli
g lurANANIsesusnE U sz a1 AaEieIesN 1N
virans Weiafluninsedmsniaasodula (feed addi-
tive) Inenanznis il fuRauszasugaeatnuaspiaee
defurnm nnlmnanisanAteaesen luiiednd (Ferdous
etal., 2020) NsL3lnAUe AR MR WaATHANANIB1A4
nansenusiagunwaesiusinald (Mund et al., 2017) Wi
AeldauuaFawmundwmanasn (Thi et al., 2018) 13
Hualponss i Nanisunen ueauaaiiannisinlawmuiga

KKU Veterinary Journal

a a v A oo oa o = r_q A1 ve .
AnUng nanuiedu Sadeu thndswe wealaiuenads
HaRanI1sNIsIUIassuLa1n Anasaainansegnuaziliy

Ay o A qoa a ¥ A A yye
naniAniusanaliiianazladinans iusu wrelalasy
alAaurusatinnndneazanidussazinanuig e1ades
san1TnAlsANZLRY (Mund et al., 2017)

Wifunaselnitlaivanisdeeanynufusiasdissuy
a oa pRp a oo pRp
Nl JuAnaenanineRsia (N9 iAn1ensinEmnsna
g wiuvhsuliie wdfuRlunsldunsgugudinens
NN, 6901(G)-2560) Hiamrindsiansuladnivinnisnsaa
aauiINsaLeLarnisacuANnslden lunsineTsnating
wieain An1snmaseulnediuingeulnunseiasiunis
=® A % [ :// =< 1 j’ 1
AaanauivlatenpelssmaAgAn Aviu Ashazduieln
d‘d o 1o o d’lj 1 dl a
Adandaands widusuiieliienisudinanielu
dszimaty Senadayanisnsiaaa s fUaTnanA99
R R 4 .
zagsaluud  ielanldlulssmadouniiannainnagu
22 4 . Koo o . .
AasiNanisdeeaniazuananiisan lnnnan nannsuuaa
v 4 o d - .z .
Tussaanienisusinane lulssmAwintis nnenseda
wazmsragaLanyNNIAgan Inganizainindsinisi il
doulidaude dudndudeysaiuayudaasulifuiing
dula arndnanisaseanuensuqainanAaluszaugelu
wangamnLazTuuma neeudnussuqatnluile
anlinarduligananni19asIndus nanan Lazing
aaulal] ANt NgUIIUAUILTIAY 62 fatine Tudaa
$TUINTUN 9- 15 QU 2561 Tmmmqwummnﬁwqqﬁq
faeaz 41.9 (Smart Buying magazine, 2018) atnelsfinu
unasdng I laseyunasnunaeile liuassuln Aadui
L XA - . .
gauladnilalimiensdinania ludssmAlazainusasumas
a = ~ Y oA \ ,
HARNANNLRENEFsENANAaWInAUMTeld Tnsanizasing
a o 1y o e o = A
Beandayasuilunianzduaaniaasmniie
o 2 Ao Jt Ao P D
AT USRI IR UssasAiiedn9aaefY
a v dy |d| a & ci
qagnAnA e I fadunandnaanrifunnsgiu inng
e lunatnluniansiueaniasgmie 6 491n wazly
Tawazsuliannnisusasaafnanearnine lunaimaiies
1 dl Y s 1 a Y Y a
gauwnu iaiduteysaiuayudadsuligusinaluannina
priupanReawitananNula uazdauladinisuzinm
X . Y 4 .
Walnlddenansenusaganinaasduzina wazivald
o d‘ o v & 1
AnnisivaacuanasiuenanAsunsusie

Volume 32 | Issue 1 | 2022

35



KKU Veterinary Journal

78R aUnsal wazIang
NNFANUIUATUIUAIBENS

aumsaat A UIlag ldWsAduLUBAa FILlR
Open-Source Epidemiologic Statistics for Public Health
(Open-Source Epidemiologic Statistics for Public Health
(OpenEpi), Version 3.01, 2013) %ﬂﬁﬁﬂmmmmﬂﬁ'@uﬁ
gansUle (allowable error) WinfUSasaY 5 WATILALIANIN
Easi (alpha) infiL 0.95 Lﬂumaiﬁvlﬁmmmﬁq@ﬂwﬁmﬁlqm
A 45 Fating Lﬁﬂﬁmamwmmﬁuqﬂwhﬁu%"@m: 12.3
lunemsaanusufiauzandnsluileln #aedd cm-Test
(Chalermchaikit et al, 2002)

; i [ g [
ANunlunsiNuA2a8

o : . oo :
wasannidunisdrsaludanainiivue el
d‘ o =y d” Y o [ ! dy
srygevhfu wideyaidesiudnmnanfulidennsgu
wsanhfuseeien Wusetwlaansdusnatieuuiendt
ANLazLll (Non-probability sampling) fieAT Conve-
nient sampling MaHng1z&uAANYITUNIRTgIUNTZANY
atluanafaaiungn wazannasauuaniusaanniam
anaLiies andu nsdlansusataainiundacaLen
oo A S y < 4 o
AN eI AuARauulRaLaznAnNa e lwaa i
IndRgeAunfuwintL vinnsdrsasinnAngluiialin
. 4@ Fud oo p .
Tuhelunasdeduiielinuaainenifuuinsgiuaiuam
600 Freeing Twaniunuiwnng 6 Aadnlunienzduean
Renwille Ae Andagasall Aaudauas @ 4audn
quUas1To1l AMTRATATING AWTARNAMIT LATAINIA
YBULAL (RINIAAE 100 Faeing) Tudaeseurdnanan RamnaN
faneu fuenau we. 2561 TuusiazAsdaiusiatieain
aarpannieluaineiles uasdmiudamdauassa@uniu
Weananatiesuaraiinagaiiy unasiunvecialn
WA19U1AINEUBNUIIY ANHUTNIIAALAN LAZAALDN
Tnamssanganefeumaainnaesnainet Wisaeenei e
NNNIRAIATITFRETARIIAENFA3U CM-test (Wi Tne
AMTARILNNEAIEAAT W1aenTluuIdNeae SNy
ANUINUN DM UATLAYLINUIAR)

Lmzzﬁ'm@mimnﬁwm@\am?’hu@;@?ﬁwhﬁfmﬂwm’f@
IAuasAUTRARInemn fuetaavitent g luitui
fNeLes AandarenLil wasiFaueusnIIN1TANANG
vasenfugadnlumetuieliuazsul Taevnasii
fetaiiuF TRy Suanay 2561 Inefuiielnuas

o -ai o 1 A 1 dl o 1 u=l|
Funaeamie lunansiesauwny dalusaasnelanana
ey wasiasalnenFusetesvizann Funaau
:I/ -ﬂ’ll < o 1 U =2 1 -ﬂl v v
Willnewiusrateldgaunuismasinnangataemns
§9NANUIUTIN 50 Fansing uialwiiaanta 25 daatng uay
suln 25 Avetn ANRAAIAGA 5 uiiiagsay o Nuaneae
g1y taun nanaTiute RaNAfanIa RANReasE AANA
uauA" 8 LazAAALINA TNNN3RFIARLAITTAIEY CM-test
uazmMIIA RR-test” (Wau tneineudauaninlsauning
AT FAINALNININENANARFNTUANE)

aa = a o 1
AANITLNULASNIFTEATUANRAIBENN

Ausataielidauenuazdul faedneas
1lsznnnd 100 NIV Ui‘ﬁ‘"ﬂ'&'@ﬂuq\‘w\l@’]@aﬂﬂ@‘ﬂﬂL%@LL@ZZU??"\!
”Lumimi“ﬂmqmmﬁﬁ 4 19 8 avAaaTea Tuanzaudne
sndlaveafiifinag uazfumetsludifulusniziisanis
n3vanNviestfjiFEnig

nsasaanlaganasaudnsagl CM-Test

nansasaengnisagl CM-Test 19a Clean Meat
Test Wugansragauiliassiu (screening test kit) tanma
wienFugatnanAsudetnailednd 5N wazilaanos
CM-Test Hise@AnininlunisnsnaaaunignguLusn
waAuny lusesll 0.005-0.02 AN anguieas loadw a
nlud awsdindedu wundedu way 83nsdaduly
AU 0.15-2 WAEN dauenAaausiniinea dulmaann
Fu waswaang1iu uazangululasyusulusydy 5-12 Wil
W Am@eneatesansaaaulunN1IngIAuIEF
a o 1 do‘/ d’j 1 o 1 o .
qatwlusnaenedii waln uazduln wudndiaaanla (sensi-
tivity) lINfLFaaas 93, 87, WAY 99 MNATAL @21AINAN
NN (specificity) wudﬂzgqﬁﬁﬂmz 100 ANNYIY 3 TRAFRIVENG
dounnulalunianmaensugadnanAnglusaesnsdsuuay
faannza09gns wudngaleiasas 100 wATAAINANE
Winiufeaay 93.3 LAy 100 ANNAAL  CM-Test ldnannis
fugannsuLifiealuAiFe Geobacillus stearothermoph-
_ X ¥ J v 4
ilus TunaaAa AL LTa NN AN LAZaT 1A LMARaEN
minfinsasiiulnaasiuaiiFe (Chalermehaikit et al.,
-2 v
2003) Ndupaun1snsananellil

1. Tunseneiusiazaia fesdviasnaruaNat (negative
control) Ifd115119ns2A MR N UL N AU aD ALTES
WAZANUINUABAAILANLAN (positive control) @iy

dl o £ = = o
2M9NFTANENIBNTUENF AT (AR ITARY) 1A

36

Volume 32 | Issue 1 | 2022



= !
weylunisenuna

2. AsnannFaatnaiia lilszunn 15 NN NIada@nIy
g W lsBumsesinetes 0.2 Nadans 1dlunaen
NAADY

3. inszarensesasnimarunnidunigudnany 6

fadwns duiielnligu udaranasuuiioaesmass
S X ¥
ussquemsaeNiTe

1 al A A 1 r-dl a dg/ o o

4. @MUNAAINAABIUTINNTIRATUANATUULINUD9TA

NAGDL NEUAIRNNITLNMADANARALN 65 + 1 AIAT

wadna Wuszzinan 3-4 4olN9 viselanannrILAN

r-dl a A v o i Y o d’l

auwaguiudwaes Winnseunan1meaauls Al

v X 4 -

1) drunduanmsiaesidelunaasvaseuidasudug

199 aunaLluunn vunetelannAelusaasing 2) 80

al A =® v v ‘i’ U
dudidesmnaialinaay 3) dresauuaasiuenms
weadaliudiasaTearaiudmaes eruilunaads
= = as N s ' o A

(munedafiglfaouzusidinamuesindiszaunge

NARAUATAIIALA) 4) B1ATUWTURMARIATIANTIUE

199 Tiinnstuvaesanasauselanaundnuaiis

LI SUe 4 oa :
wenmeazaaududivaasionnn waveunaiiuay
o @
nsasIAnRlEtAnAsaudsas RR test”

dviusedraieliuaziuliainvfamdeing
pIrarimafasge CM-Test Usnginfatheiiliuauan
ﬁqﬁ’]mimm@m@ugﬂﬁfmmmmfam@ﬁ@gﬂ RR-test® ua
el RR-test” dwiLAnuanafiasesendugadnasia o
muﬂ@:um%ﬁmnﬁ’w‘luﬁqmjwuﬁﬂvlriumﬁu TANAADL
g13agtl RR-test” I lunsmeadinszianfiouzuazans
ﬁ’hu@g@%wmnﬁwﬂwﬁ@ﬁmﬁ,mm’?@ﬂu linansaazamiia
neuuadafiganieluszazionn 2 $alus 45 Wil fasnagn
#a4 (accuracy) Winfiusesas 93.0 A lawiniusesay 78.9
wazAASINEINTLSREAY 96.7 TnuRduneunnsnsan
sinluil A
1. lummnsfusiazass AegiuaanpILIANAL (negative
control) LALUAAAAILANLAN (positive control) %x‘i'ﬁvm
WinnFaniuganaaaudiiaglurazidn
2. ihdhethaieliviesy snsasazdainin 1 nfu un
Tiaviaen udussqldadlunaannasasnaiannauin
15 Nanang InessaNsiatnay 2 vaen g usuldly
NIFTENANTATIA A LATANTATA B AMNATULZINT89TA
nAaaL

KKU Veterinary Journal

3. Wnasazans A (nguens loAfw) uas @19avany B
(nquunalaslas allulnalalas uazdalunlud) tae
naNaNTaaftuAazgafufetiuiieliviesly
BRTIEIU 1:1

4. el e eteasnunulszanns 10 WA AN
st lugnaigu (waer bath) 7 grumnil 60 e
waded 1unan 5 Wi

5. wdsaniu thluiugasedestunie (centrifuge) 7

ANNIEIITZNL 3,000-4,000 38U 1Y 15 T il

ATUNALEY @1sazansazueandaulduazdouiian

nznausananiu lgadaulald1dlunsiinsed tae

1dtulawanadin (droper) galdluvaanlulasiiod (mi-

crotube)

6. thdmlanlgllisumnanuilunse-sa (pH) laeiang
anangu A UFulW pH Wi 6.5 uavansanangs B U5
Wi pH windu 7 d“m‘llmﬂ‘l‘fj’m‘:mwﬁﬁmmmmm”mm?‘ﬁu
'l quuaziBauidieud deld pH idessudadai
naaeuluduneusield

7. MEARNIANAANNFENLadRT mmzﬁumﬁﬁmmi
Finaziasluganaasuson droper A1u9U 4 uein Tne
¥ Anesannnd nasannsiu W ldunlu water bath

- - Yo O
fuuNi 64 avrmalda tneliduausiaeeTaes
naaanagavag lszauiinaannan unan 3 dalug
30 W9

8. eunalFEuaLiUNasnAUAN S1uNaTuLaNEe
ganagauliifanislfend Tenuisfednuanfiu
= k% o 1 A dl al
AaTNANANIUAIRHN uazHAALARTAVIAAELILLALUA
a a A = 1 % = v
an@saaludmaes wunadaldnuenfuqadnanAna
lugedansaa

NN5ALASIZUNAD A

Wutiunindayalaeldllsunsupaanfiamas Micro-
soft Excel (Microsoft office software, 2016) ?Jmi‘ﬁ::ﬁ‘ﬁ'm;l]@
FBIADAEINITULN LT LERTINITATIRNLLNANANY

1 d’l 1 o 1 a U = dl 2 o 1
sendnaitie lnuazaln atinvesensuqadnianAngluduln
uaziileanlningld OpenEpi (http://www.openepi.com/) e

. . 4 L .

ANUAIUTWNAMNLTANUTDEAL 95 (95% Confidence Interval)
WATNNIMARAL Chi-square test lNaLLTe LB LERIN19ATA
WUHNFUAaT NIz dNleanuarAL (FuFudaetneiiy
AnvfuIetes) warFaLILITUINaNgNNIATIANY

Volume 32 | Issue 1 | 2022

37



KKU Veterinary Journal

NANISANE

paagnatialnanwisulniiiantiun1ssusas
NIMTFIUNISH

Fagaieliannifuainvfuninsg i iauue
600 F208N9 AU 7 faatsiaanyiuinandinds
muua nsauranuuziinldlugiie Wenuassuuaasiu

dy d” = A dJ 1 a v ]

AN TR UR M ADIATIANTURNI AegliNvaDn
nagavsialianaundnduaimaidsadiaasnaaududmvaes
VMU LHORANTUIAINAULENTR9TARIIA CM-Test 524
. “ o . Yo " Y
daunngdalinadluay Auiuasagluaiinsaniun 600
Fnasinalinaluay anuundusadauaT a9 TasnaI AL
9MN9719% 1 (Table 1) LAYANLLNTARAALALANUILFAEN

'
=

AR luLAaLAAIARINANTNT 2 (Table 2)

Aratruialnuazauainwisusasias

anFaetnaliLas LRI NN TR e TanNe
50 FaBE1Y NANINAGALAYE CM-Test uaz RR-test” 1ina
o d9/ 1 2% i $% o 1 2%
psari Welnldnauanatuau 3 (fesas 6) wavsiulnling
UINATUIU 11 (FREAZ22) Fnating LA MUUNNARINAATA
5 WA TUAIUIRTIRULAY NUENFIURATHANAINAINFADDENY
d‘ [~3 o Jdl o v 1
niulunaain Aetime wauanlafaaas 40 (4/10) Tuusag
¥ a [y ° o
T08AT 30 (3/10) DARTLTALAY 10 (1/10) UNAN)TALUAY 20
(2/10) (Table 3) #R3INIIATIANLLNGIURRTNANANS LY
Faatinanuiannnnfuesies Anlusasay 28 (95% Cl:
17.47-41.66) (Table 4) siulinwusnsuqadnanAeamInng
Weanln Aalldnandiuwinduiesas 44 (95% Cl: 26.67 -
62.93) WAZIREAZ 12 (95% Cl: 4.17 - 29.95) AMNAAL Wl

TR ANUANANAUN19EDRA (p > 0.05) LHaINLUNTHA
U = U % 1 ‘ﬂl v i

29981 UATWANANS L 14 Faaeinan liiaLan awuniiy

2 ngu A (Ngumms laaL) a1uau 2 Tu 50 et Andy

Souny 4 (95% Cl: 1.10 - 13.46) uazngu B (nguunalaslas

avilulnalalas wazdalnunlus) 97w 12 11 50 Faeting

Anlusasay 24 (95% Cl: 14.30 - 37.41) (Table 5)

a o
919U

aal o £ = k2 ‘ﬂy U £
T5M9IAAANIBINFIUAATNAN AL UIAe 14
NANNITUEUTRULATIFY (microbial inhibition assay) N
ANNIIALTY AZAIN AIN1TOMIIAFRENS AT UANUINNNN
al Il o dl o U 90// 1 Yo ]
wazdimu e lusciumaansula sauisanldans ldgasnn
in dniseianlduannisilunisnaasansasfiaegng 1an
Tanaduunnasazinnisnazisviuen lusaesinaseaan
azipeasalyl Audulunisdnslssmagiu (Hussein et
al., 2016) Alin1msamansadileasudumentii Nanig
- Y 3, e A e -
AneluafallinusiduqainanAnsluialiansuln
da/ -ﬂl o ] 1 o [ [ Y v
e Tuaneisedeliwasiuannisunaarinuldnauan
¥ = 1% & | o '
nnsmsranuefuqainanAts e lnuadulaidnaziiy
Tunsdllafmn aaudrAnylunisinnanisdneld1d
aannatlestauiloymasualuszaunnFuisdu agnelsinu
nsdalusetnaisnanisins g iU fusetes
ldgnuraFauieunuls Wesanndqaananlunisiy
FaeiNawANFANIIY A9U NN7ENTEIaANTNN9EN TR EN s
4 dawa 4 L Y -
\Wad e liinaronNmesiueadLsing

AWMUITAATIA CM-Test se131ganaaauid

Usz@naninlunismsaaeumenguiuAIuanng usau
A @ U a s s

0.005-0.02 AN anguians lapaw Falrunlus sl

Table 1. The number of samples analyzed and the results of CM-Test antimicrobial residual detectio

Order Provinces Sampling date No. analyzed No. positive No. negative
(d-m-y)

1 qmﬁ’]ﬂ 18-08-2018 100 0 100

2 UATTTRANN 24-08-2018 100 0 100

3 Qumﬂ‘ﬂm‘ﬁ 25-08-2018 100 0 100

4 ARz 26-08-2018 100 0 100

5 HNAYIT 01-09-2018 100 0 100

6 VUMY 05-09-2018 100 0 100
Total 600 0 100
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Order Provinces/markets No. of samples Sampling date/note
g1l 100 18-08-2018
1 AANAAALLAINGY 10
2 AATATHITEY 10 Slow growth * (n=1)
3 AANARLN2 (AUANA) 10
4 AANALNLIILAY 10
5 AR Negas 10
6 AanA nads 10
7 ARIATIAUN 10
8 AAIANLANLI0 10 Slow growth* (n=1)
9 paaALIaTUMLeIa2 10
10 AANALTTN 10
FIUIAUATFITANN 100 24-08-2018
1 nanantly 25
2 AAIAAALNANLYIDIABYE 25
3 AAIAAATINULNNY 25
4 AANAAALNTIAN 25
AQNINAUATITEY 100 25-08-2018
1 AAAAALNALINGS 20
2 AANAAALNALING 20
3 ARl ARS 10 Slow growth* (n=1)
4 AANAAAFURTABUNAN 10
5 AANAAALNALING2 20
6 AANAAANALNALNUAY 20 Slow growth * (n=1)
AAWINATAZLN G 100 26-08-2018
1 AANAAALNALING2 20
2 AANAAANALNATINUReUie 20
3 AANAAALNALINA 20
4 PAREAIEA LA 20 Slow growth * (n=1)
5 AANANEY 20
QANIAYNAINST 100 01-09-2018
1 AAIANNATNT 20 Slow growth * (n=1)
2 AAAAALNALINAATDL 20
3 PANANTEI 20
4 AANAAANI LGS 20
5 AAARAATLEY DN 20 Slow growth * (n=1)
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Table 2. Details of the provinces, the names of the markets, and the sampling date (Continued)

Order Provinces/markets No. of samples Sampling date/note
RIAUDULAU 100 05-09-2018
1 patadatinuluuiag 5
2 AAIAAALNALING 1 20
3 ARIAAALINATT] 20
4 ARIAAALINUIUBINT 5
5 nanantituAnla 10
6 nanantiuuesll 5
7 ANIAAR 9.8 5
8 AANARATINUADL (AAIAABNNA) 5
9 AANAAALLAILAN 5
10 AANAEAT AR 10
11 patadatinunen 5
12 AAIAAANUBINIY 5

.d’ 12 dD d’l a A dl ' a = 1= v =) d’j o ] dl =< o yd’/ a a v ]
* mmummqummimmmmﬂummammammﬂumma ‘VIN’W?;Iﬂ\ibl,llll?;I’]ﬁﬂu"ﬁ@‘HWﬂuLﬂ’ﬂuiuﬂ’]ﬂﬂ’NV]m@ﬂ@ ’W\iVIWIﬁLT’ﬂL@?ﬂJLMUIﬁliﬁ LbB1
mawimLmul‘m’lu’ﬂmﬂwﬁ’mmﬂﬂmLum@’mmmum'ﬂLimumwmmuuﬂﬂmwaﬂm’aum’aLfn'am'mmmmum‘lmvmwmimum
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Table 3. Antimicrobial residual analysis of fresh chicken and livers collected from local markets in Khon Kaen prov-

ince
Markets Analyzed samples (n) No. Positive
n (%)

Breast Liver Total
g la 10 1(10) 3(30) 4 (40)
Tunaing 10 1(10) 2 (20) 3 (30)
ARATY 10 0 1(10) 1(10)
UWNA) 10 0 2 (20) 2 (20)
AN 10 1(10) 3 (30) 4 (40)
Total 50 3 (6) 11 (22) 14 (28)

IndeTu 1_uA T waresmnsleTulusesy 0.15-2 WA
AruePaaustiliaea LLulsNaangNTU WasNARRNTIEY Las
angululasyusuluseai 5-12 ARLEHN (Chalermchaikit et
al., 2003) TIANNANNITDUBI CM-Test Tun19ms9aUEN
o~ o o o 45 .
quimuanunuiuladnduseaunaindrfununisandna

494m (Maximum Residue Limit, MRL) m1uilszniAae9
NILNIWAIBITUGY 21 303 T WA, 2550 Tuanuefino
ANNINVBITANAADL CM-Test TUNNIATIANNLINGH AR
Topau Fatiunlus dmstlndedu wuadedu 83 insdaduy
Aaausiinea lulsasnadu ueaenadu uazlulng
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Table 4. Proportion of antimicrobial detection in chicken breast and liver from backyard farms

Sample type No. negative No. positive Total 95% Confidence Interval*
Lower limits Upper limits
Breast 22 3 25 417 29.95
Liver 14 11 25 26.67 62.93
Total 36 14 50 17.47 41.66
*Score (Wilson); Results from OpenEpi, Version 3, open source calculator--Proportion
Table 5. Antibiotic groups in positive samples tested by RR-test”
Groups of antibiotics No. positive n No. negative Total 95% Confidence Interval®
(%) Lower limits Upper limits
Tetracycline 2 (4) 48 50 1.10 13.46
Macrolides, Aminoglycosides, and Sulfonamides 12 (24) 38 50 14.30 37.41

*Score (Wilson); Results from OpenEpi, Version 3, open source calculator--Proportion
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v = v ! d’l’ !
psvanuensuqatwanAssnnanlwilaln (Sarker et al.,
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