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FRARILZLEE RHER A DN A 7 4 )V AT IRBED IR & s ik D F2 g

WA ANTHES RS R, B HEORER, H B,
TGz P ARG AMRERERAR. OB AE

FINde RS EHLA
T 095-0044 s L3 sl 3343-2
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AKX T 4 Vs (BF) 38D 2V IZERERIECH D> TWEEEZ LTV S, ENO
FEFEBIY O EIC BT B HE I3 v, SRR ILE B E ORI S0 N7 B BRI
)& (Staphylococcus aureus:SA, Coagulase Negative Staphylococci:CNS). L ¥V EkH )& (Streptococcus
uberis:SU, Streptococcus dysgalactiae:SD, Other streptococci:OS) WGEKW (Enterococcus spp:Ent). &l
382 ¥k BF EHiRE. A& ZMEDS X O EMEIC O W THA 217572 BE ERBEOKRBICIZa > TL v
R (CRA) 2 W Bfaau =— % L7z b 0% BF BHkk BF+ ) Fad s vidEd an=—
I L7 D% BF M (BF-#k) & L. BARZMEOHRAEIIET 4 A7 %, WO
i FAERE A O BEREREEO KM =7 2 a7 (LS) MW, BF+ #k& BF- B CRiflC
EATHBR U720 7 BES 72 382 ¥k 95 B BE+ #Rix SA9/80(11.3%) . CNS23/90(25.6%)  SU65/68 (95.6%) «
SD35/45 (778%). 0S53/88 (60.2%). Entl0/11 (90.9%) T o 7zo HHEZMRRTIZ, SA D=
vy rexz)auvA Ty k&, BE+ ke BF-thE OB TREMERICHEE R EZ TR SN Lo 72,
FFIERH O LS 1Z, WTFNORMIZB W TS BF+ He BF- HhOM THELRZIZRO SN ro Tz,
KFAED O EINOERIR LG KRR O—EIX BF EEEZ A5 2305 o 7oo —HEAERZ S X
OREEIZ DWW T, BF 2%in vitro & in vivo TOEARZEOALA—HOERE B EbhTnAH I &,
F 7B E ROBFNIREI L SN TR W e R E0 s, RFTICHWAHETEBFERTFT
DFERNESZNERIHIE DWW TIE L  FHilli €T & T 2 Wi aEME & R S, KGO R ORI O W
TIHEEIZZSTNE RS R,

F=T7—=F:NAFT740A, Ty FEH, FERIRETLE %%, BURGE,. A&t

26, FENVEMEHERE 22 & o ¥ TG PR IR HRE O J5L I

liz L] LLUCTHEH SR [29], 4BZ 0% 2 A

NAF T4 A (LUFBF) &3, A = X NRBHO 7201 HFFEANHED BTV 5, i
HOMEE L@ PRI Eh, Ak JE4E L B OERYEH K OME A 5 b BF K H
KD, 2ORMES LIEAROZ LT PHEEGER SN TEBY [31, 36]. 4FICFDE
H5 (7)o BEREKT A LICX ) PiAmE KHROME b BF Z K L. BEHTERLE %O
RHERDOGIERE R EN O H R FHLI LN TE FRDO—>& LTHEHERTWS [12, 14, 15,
B2, RESE T i 2 S IRE S BBk 18, 35, 38, 45]c LA L. EIWNIZBT 54D
&% Yt iE (device related infections:DRIs) [17, ik R AL & 13k © BFE JRIEKREIC D W T O
TIPSl YBHWArE N TIRA L7

3 2016410 H 13 H PRAIFLBE S HH SR 0 BF TEIHE . SEH1 Rz
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WEEIZ O W T O R ERFEEA IO
TWa BF T 52805 L 2 6bE T, MHEXED)
Wy EREEHR (2B % BREZFfiAY BF TR & 530
BREEIMEGSOTVLREDPEEZTVE
72\,

[BF &5 7]

BF OB

AARIZB T BF (&, BF B YA AR O
M (adhesion) L. %4 (aggregation) .
B (maturation) 342 & CTHEEEIND, K
# L7z BF NCHYSE L 72 M O fCHNE B T4
L72ZBEWIC &L 0 B ET 5L, BFO—
A S, #ERER (planktonic cell) & L
THERL (dispersal) L. $:72 2350012855 LK
PR )T AT EDbhoTnb [5 13]6
BF O8R5 & BF R aE DRt

BF & f% & ¥ 25 18 2 Ml e 4% 2 HE
(Exopolysaccharide: 2L T EPS). #& H H.
eDNA Z R & T 525 % OMW T
EPSH»BF OEZELZHRK ST TH L L EbN
Tw3 [13]. EPSIEMAEW 234K $ % slime
& LCH R &N, Christensen 512 X ) DRIs
DEELFEKE TDH 5B S. epidermidis 12 &
% slime K % IS A S 5 J#E (Tube
Method: LN TM) 23p%E S 7z [5]. LA L.
TM Tit. BF EKEEDOF W AEY 2 il Lo
S5w& L, Freeman 2k ) a2y FE;
b (Congo Red Agar: LN CRA) ZH w7z &

PRI FLES JE BRI D23 A & 7 4 v 2 JEMERE & 5

0 flif3 CREPE D v slime TERCBE O EVE ML
FEPHIE I [16]. Z @ | Christensen
519% vz voxfruysfy—7L—hE
SRR & HIV 72 BF TR O % = iR A )5 i
(LLFMP ) #B%s L7 [6]c 20k, %<
DOWFFEHIT & ) CRA % MP IS B A 2
5i [12, 15, 20, 28], PCR 12 & % #fx - f# T
bdHbe b EIZL o THEY BF B#E R
¥ (icaADBC. bap 72 &) DIERINZO LD 572
[3, 810, 18, 35, 37, 44], = =T MP B3 FERRIZ
BF JEHL 2 Wi L T 525, CRA #:13 BF O
%5 CTd % slime DK E M L TW 2 pi % iE
BENTW,

(UZEFENTHRELL
ERPR R ELFE R R &= O BF FZRLHE

EREKIRE TGl EE 4 BF DiaH A&

Hizk U7z BF B A O T, BRRBUS IS
BV THE A T 2 b T I RE 2 AT
EtER R Lo BEREELEL L v
CRAWMETH 5. D35 KM KK T CRA &%
% H\T BF ERiER - 38 b 5 (&
Do TZTHEHDL L. CRA B:% VT Yk
PN oA L 72K T LB 9 >R 18 @ BF &
JEREIZ D W TR 21T - 726
MEEHiE

Rk 28 4E 2 H 20 8 HICHE N THeA: L7z iR
RAFERDH b MG HER A B X OSEH]
EZ VR Z 4T 5 72 42T PO F — 7 v

#1 CRA#Z MW TBFREGEZ B L 720i5E

=& ER BESSURIAE BFRSRLBERRE R
5 N p—— . . CRAGETBFRZRLEEHY  8/70(11.42%)
Dubravka et al(12) 2010 éﬁﬂ%*umﬁﬁy%ﬁim*@ﬁﬁj'ﬁﬂ@ ‘mﬁf MP3TIEL\BFTRLAE 9/70(12.86%) chiZFE 21/70(30%)
- 55U \BFRZALEE 40/70(57.14%)
HIABERBREBTNIKRE
Baselga et al(2) 1993 92# CRAR BFZRLEESHY 11/92(12%)
CRAZATBFRRLAEDY
) A ESREEE TR R CRA RIFE 52/83(62.7%3‘ 135{;4:12#%?%9/27(33.3%)
Castelani et al(3) 2014 SEE 838 MESLURETH PCR PCRTicaiifz FF5 14
= = icaA RAZEE 82/83(98.8%) FIEEH L UEEE26/27(96.3%)
icaD RAEFE 83/83(100%) #EEH LUHEFE27/27(100%)
CRA CRAATBFR,FRAESHY 80/94(85%)
Melo ot l(28) 2013 BENIERBREBTNVEKE MP_.% MP;ATBFRZFBESY 93/94(98.9%)
cloeta 94%% POR PCRTicaADE{EFI514 90/94(95%)
CRAJA TBF S RBEA S B #kIE £ TicaADR51E
BRRGEHMASERILT CRAR CRAJATBFI.RAEHY CoPS 70/90(77.7%) CoNS 40/90(44.4%)
Turkyilmaz and Eskiizmirliler(36) 2006 a7 5—EBHETRIEE(CoPS) 90%k MPi% MP;% TBFRZ A AE®HY CoPS 67/90(74.4%) CoNS 33/90(36.6%)
77 5—ERMETFIERE(CoNS) 90#k ™ TMTBFRSABESHY CoPS 60/90(66.6%) CoNS(34.4%)
CRA: CRAGETBFZRLAESHY 80/102(78.4%)
He ot al(18) 2014 FHERAERAREEINIRE MP:;,(\ MPiE TBFRLEESHY 44/102(43.1%)
102# PCR FEICEVTBFRRICHELEBELSNSEE T
rbf SigB icaAD
= 2= ks o . CRAi% CRAZETBFSRIAESHY 32/35(91.4%)
Vasudevan et al(37) 2003 FEE ﬁmﬁiéﬂﬁmﬁ MPi% MP;& TBFRRLEESY) 24/35(68.6%)
PCRi% PCRTicaADI{E FH51E 35/35(100%)
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720 AREOTNZ K 1ITRT o MR EER 2
EHER 2 D EER P ICERIL L 72301 % 5%
I8 98 K85 3¢ 37°C 24 By R AF B2 L
au=—@IR, Eilk. e oA LA
WX D REOREZIT 5 720 AL, #E
DA 5 CRA #: T slime T HE 2T 52 1T g
72\ Staphylococcus aureus (SA). Coagulase
Negative Staphylococci (CNS) [2, 3, 12, 18, 28,
36, 371, Other Streptococci (0OS) Zxf& L L
72 [30]c OS & HICHY L) [22] = H
W C Streptococcus uberis (SU). Streptococcus
dysgalactiae (SD). Enterococcus spp. (Ent).
Other Streptococci (0S) 2 L 720 % B
FEH, 130 =—%4#®W L Freeman 5 ®
Jik [16] & & THERL L 72 CRA IC K.
37T 24 BRI L, B S hizan
—— DOt % Very Black (VB). Black (B).
Almost Black (AB).Bordeaux (Brd).Red (R).
Very Red (VR) @ 6 BtfslbacH=E L7z [1,
44], VB, B, AB # slime B batE 3 2 b b
BF EHcaERsE (BF+). Brd. R. VR % slime
a5 2% BF EHEERYE (BF-) &L
720 FFEEIZSA, CNSOIU=—% I 2—
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F—t b EREEMIZ, SU, SD. Ent. OS
D au=—{3 5% FMEIEREIZZE TS
WL, EZMT1 A2 BDEYyY T4 R,
R M- TAvFrIY) THWTR=VY
INAFRAT U FF I TN I
)2uxf vy, 77V, kTuF Y
LAV THEANESZ IR 21T 5 720 RO
FRi% CLSI (Clinical and Laboratory Standards
Institute) : Performance Standarads for
Antimicrobial Disk Susceptibility Test (Z9H€ -
TATw, & (S) Db Ezld by & L7,
CLSIIZHHEDS 20 W HE & BT E OMLAE D
B TUE B2 BHIEM 2 TR L 72 b O % &%
Hy L L7

BF (2 & %9 BV O\ & MGk 3 5 72912,
RERUE TG FC CTISE R H o Rl ) =7
A2 a7 (LS) z®WHHIZ BF+ #k& BF-#kT
W U720 MNT I FIE 0 A% 1 535 D AT
FEIED S 1 o HUNICH 72 % FL55 R H35EHE L T
W WTF—F DRz,
IREtRZIR

W & O BF+ ¥k & BF- #ROHEH &2 PR
74y ¥ x—OIEMREEZ W THERL

[%iﬂﬁ%fﬁm}

V 37°C2aBRI I R %

J0=—0ORK
Pk
BROELLENRE
;_/\i 37°CoABs R SR
[ vewma | [ s | o muERiE
37°CARs R RIS R /.z o —
[ YRETH—FVIV AL F [ b 2 N YT S 51 ]
37°CARFREIIF RUIEE
0, = 4 EEE v v
37°CAR I RIEE Very Black Bordeux
N . ] (VB) (Brd)
[m| S. dysgalactiae
SAPIHZA vee Black Red
(B) (R)
< EEVY >< BEVY > Almost Black Very Red
¢ ¢ (AB) (VR)
Enterococcus Other S. uberis l
Spp. Streptococci BF+

1 A EER#E B X OYCRA I X % BEEIHEH] & Dt
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WAl & o BF+ #k & BF- RO EREFR H O LS
YAy PoBEEHCWTHEL, wih
A EAKHE 5% THIEZ 1T 720
=R

AR A2T b T A G T
382 Bk S, ZOHDIFIE. SA A% 80 Fk.
CNS %90 #&. SU 7% 68 #%. SD %% 45 #&. Ent
A1 Kk, OS 2388 ¥k TH » 720 % Wiy BF

T RER A R % X 2 127”3, BF+ fki&. SA T

R BLFLES e DN A A 7 4 v DIBRHE & i BT

778%+ Ent T 90.9%. OS T 60.2% Td - 720

BF T 1 aE Bl 3 K & 2 PE SR I2 B v Tid, SA
TOARR=Y) vy 2AuvA v ozt
B BF+ R THBEIIS K o TWZd, £
DMORHEICOWTIRAELZTRO LML
Motz (2.

BF R D F85E 1 o H oA LS @
g T &, SA. SU, SD. OS T BF+ ¥ &
BF-# & R LS ¥R AN Z D725 O

118 %. CNS T 256 % SU T 956 %. SD T D, AEAERAETEDON o7 (K3),
#2 WHZ L OBF+#k L BF — RO SEAIERZER O g
Biofilm P K E T CzZ CXM
S, qureus + 77.8 * 88.9 77.8 % 88.9 77.8 88.9
- 98.5 100 100 95.6 97.1 100
+
CNS 95.7 100.0 95.7 95.7 91.3 100
- 87.5 100.0 84.4 96.9 96.9 100
. + 98.2 98.2 71.9 5.3 75.4 100
S. uberis
100 100 100 0 100 100
1 1 97.1 . . .1
S. dysgalatiae 00 00 7 5.9 70.6 97
- 100 100 100 10 90 100
+ 100 90 60 10 40 70
Enterococcus spp.
- 100 100 100 0 100 100
os + 100 97.9 97.9 4.2 91.7 95.8
96.9 90.6 90.6 0 93.8 100

* FEZEHY(<0.05) FisherDIEFERTE

P:R=ZVYY K:HAFIALY E:TYRARALY T:FHFITRSHAHIY 2277V omtoaxd L

100%

90%

80% r

70%

60%

50% r

40% |

30%

20%

10%

0%

OBiofilm-
B Biofilm+

S. aureus CNS S. uberis

X 2

S. dysgalactiae
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‘ BF-

3 BF+#k & BF-HDIJE®RE ] OFMRT — & DLS DI

(BREF D]

BRENILEXABEKREICE 5 BF BB OEE
MR N C o Bl S M7z BRI ZLEE K R
WT7 FYREEIZTEE NS SA R CNS i,
L v BR R B RS 0 S 512 SU
SD. Ent. OS & H~ BF BERHE R A =T
@ % B 7z, RFAICBIT S SA O BF+ #k
OHBIZEIX, Dubravka & [12] % Baselga & [2]
23S LT B 505 JeH1 ok SA @ BF+ R
WHRIZEWHDTH o7, LoL. Castelani
5 [3], Melo & [28], Turkyilmaz 5 [36],
He & [18]. Vasudevan & [37] O#EF & A
FAEDOKE R 2 HND & BRI - 720 B
BERBC L o T EPS BEAICB b 5 T H 4
{ZFTH % icaAD DA LTV 543X THS,
Y3 LH CRA Tslime B A 35 & IEBES T,
BIZ PR ORI 2 RBB oA b MG
bGP EEw)IHEbH D [3 28], &
A TIIEEFROBREZIT> TV RWZD,
BO N RIE CRAEOMRAKE AL S
NBWHEMEE D %725, Melo 5 [28] O T
X, icaAD #EInT DA % gold standard & L
7236 @ CRA HEDOMATIKEE L 88%. J¥FEEEIL
100%. Dhanawade [11] 5 ®O#HETH. [k
® gold standard T CRA %% b & D & W R
BT Tholct LT, 207z CRA IF%
VOB E L REME XD 5 25, BIRBLY T
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112 % BF LR REMA & L CREFHED H 5
HLEZ b,

—Ji. L Y EREE O BF+ # o H BRI,
Moore D 5T H o 720 4512 SU % Ent
TO BF+ BRIBLIHIZ 90% UL 1 & FEwicm <.
WS EEATEILE RO ENE & b b HH
ThHbILz#EAiDE, BF BEIHEEZ DI
TV W REMEARIE S 7z,

BF Fomk & ZE#| 2 OB

BF N DM 138k 4 7 684 THUAEY B R
HBORENLLHE2Fo>TWDE I EDBHALN
Twa [19, 23, 32, 39]. A THEEIZ BF+
k& BF-#k & O TRRZHITE DD 5 H
T A A7 PR EHWTHEEL7: & 2 A, SA
D BF+BTOAR=Y) vy 2034 ¥
~ T BF- HRICHAA BITEZERIMEL 2o
720 LU, Mo R Tk BF+ #4° BF- # &
D HIEZUERPE Sy — D SN
B, SA O BF+ B CTOIEKZEOML T A5, Hlike
\Z BEEIRIC X % D D% O ITHEEL S H N1
Molze BT, BEOWTEHE A BE KO
EHEZE. BF 2B LR 2 HBLL C
W R WSRO SEH R VE R TR S 5 2 &
FHELWwE W HEELTWD [4, 311, FEB
{2 Olson 5 [31] & Calgary Biofilm Device %
BAFE L. N4 F 7 4 VA ZIEE L 72 T %2 A
§ 5 72D E i /N EAR B % 59 MBEC
(Minimum Biofilm Eradication Concentration)
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DWEZEAT- 7L 2 A, % L DMK T MBEC
AMIC XD IEE2IEWEZ/RL Tz, L
oz Ers, BAERIKBLY C—H&MIZH WS
NTW5 T4 A7 PEHEEIC X % SEH Rz 1 AR
% Ty BF I2AYSE D I 5 IEGE O 3 A ik
W EFMT A L IINETH L, L B
KRB TLIXLIEERT 5. (ERDIER RN
RBE D KE R & FEBED in vivo TOHA O s D
A—FOFEHND 1 OTE RN EEZ b,
BF (C & % ERIM RS

BFiZ. O%F 74V —, LTHEEHD
ZEZPFT T A, @ BF NEEAY BF NHITH
DOMTEBEWIZ L > TELL. PUAEWEDOIER
LIZS WEREE (pH. pCO, FDZEAL) X% - T
W5, 3 BF WOMR OB FHBEED RN Z &2
L BERNAER LR 3 WA DI 2 7R §
&, FRA RRERECHEANI T A EZ R LT
W3 EEZLNTWS [13], FICODREAEIC
DWW TCIE, persister cell &\ BF NOEEIC
A L2 LT B IREDOMIE A5 L
TWwWa EEbNLTWS [24, 25],
Persister cell DFTE

Persister cell & Z#mID@E ). BF N THE
B X AR EE ZITTY “persist= 73
5" MEOZ ETHY. TOFLEIL 1944 412

30 -

25

20

15

R

10

FEREI LGS SR I D25 A4 F 7 4 )V 2 JBIRE & 95

Bigger 512 & - T3 & N7z, Persister &1
PEW &35 ) BRI BFE NCTHA L
ekl T AMBEELDbOL v, L2L, Z05%
SLHPEEIIIER ISR <. BF WCH A 2 35l T
AR EHRTH, TOHKIIRKTDH BF
NORMED 1% RELMELEZVEF bR
TWwbe L L. JUEWEIC X ) 85I A 24
WHIEWT 5 & VAWM EDORENTA -7 &
Z AT, persister 235 % % 51 L BF N O
WEAED LITREZIMEXIIL DL, ORI
HEC BF T2 D321k G RE R 8 1A 1k G i |2
BboTwndEbhTwnd [25], ZOk%:
F5# 7 5 Persister cell i& MRSA 7 12483k &
N5 X9 RIEAMEREF2ZERTL I LI
5 AN (drug resistance) TiX7Z <. FH|
7% (drug tolerance) THh A L EBIE NS,

[BF e E D mE K]

LSFTHALTCELBF ORMEEARS L.
BF 1K B A3 IETE B 12 M S 1 C B R E IR
M THERFEZITL, L LAEMEIL, %
BILICE > TwbEEZ b5, €2 TR
Tid, AERFELRAOKMM LS # b2 &
THEROBEMEAL. H5VIEHRILERSL L
WTERWVILE 27D, BF+ & BF-H#e

B OS
BEnt
[aN)
[NV
7 CNS
OSA

KENSIAERE R DT/ LI ARERAEDIEICESILT=

X 4
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D TEZED S Bh o7z (K3)e SHDH
BFEDEY)TH - 729 3B A A, BUE
FEROEBLZ B FMICEETE 5 HEEDH
0%, SBRAHGZFHIFESRHES NS Z
ExFHO . M%) BF+ #RiX. ILEROFEAVS
CHIEZ#Y KT R TS MBS, BF+
PRICIE G L7241, BF- BRICIE S L 72412kt
NAEENE FHL TV PRI L,
FUE SRR 2 2 BF+ BRI s hiTwn
72 (K4,5), ZORBIIFEFEOLEKIZHER
T HIREDE N, R EOE N, B E R
HOBNIELDEDEER L, BZWDD BP0
YR A IR 2R T, #IEZPIREG L Twik
W iR L7z & 912 persister cell 235% - 72
REBTHAEWEOREIMEL 20, 7HOFH
LI EIIRDBEEZONS,

(BRERERIE (- 35 \F 2 %t BF B RE LI i BR )

RFATIZ. BIHELC BE+ BRI EEIC DO W
TRTZEIETELRD 72D, BHFEOTENS
DFHED S S Hh 5 K )1, BF PIEGLEDNE
AL, HEARILICBES LT A REME IR IR 12
Vo BEOGEHTIEY BT A FRIUVEWY
73 BF B ERF ORI 5 L OGS

100
90
80
70
60
50

40 |

BF+HR 4% HH 3 (%)

30

20

10
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H |

NTwb (34,411, F-14FER~Y 70 I 4 F
ORI G- DBV R OERICENTDH 5 W HE
FiZowTh 7zt d H 5 [42, 43], L
L. ThHOHMEIZRESNAHEIZBNTO
AMRIAEENTWD Z &I A, sub-MIC T®
%7 u I 4 KOG ZOMEk % P EWE %
sub-MIC T#¢45- L 72854, #12 BF K % et
Xzl HELIhTwr 2 s, EE
B ORI COIRAITEEICZ S 2
LohwekEz 5 (21, 40], HAEBFIZEHLT
IR 2 EE . SHREINICBT %0
ETY O 58T H R RIFESLETH b,
BEDIEREINT LT - REBTOHERH»DOH
FEMRBREI T ML ST WD, BF
gedsHE L, BRIRIYS (2B W Tid BF 2B &
BRVERE R ST LLEND DL EEZ
%o

(51/ 32#k]
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[Abstract]

Biofilm formation and its relationship to recalcitrant and chronic infections are reported in
several studies. However, there are not many reports regarding biofilm formation of pathogens
isolated from bovine clinical mastitis (CM) in Japan. Within this context, the objective of the present
study was to investigate biofilm formation of Staphylococci (Staphylococcus aureus : SA, Coagulase
Negative Staphylococci : CNS) |, Streptococci (Streptococcus uberis : SU, Streptococcus dysgalactiae -
SD, Other streptococci : OS) and Enterococci (Ent) isolated from 382 samples from CM on Congo
Red Agar (CRA), the difference in antibiotic susceptibility and virulence between biofilm producers
(BF+) and non-producers (BF-) of each pathogens. Disk diffusion method and the SCC linear score
(LS) data from one month after the onset of mastitis was used to compare antibiotic susceptibility
and virulence between BF+ and BF- of each pathogen. 9/80 (11.3%) of SA, 23/90 (25.6%) of CNS,
65/68 (95.6%) of SU, 35/45 (77.8%) of SD, 53/88 (60.2%) of OS and 10/11 (90.9%) of Ent were
BF+. There was no significant difference in antibiotic susceptibility between BF+ and BF- in most
of the pathogens, but proportion of susceptible SA BF+ strains were significantly low in penicillin
and erythromycin compared to BF- (p<0.05). There was no significant difference in LS data from
one month after the onset of mastitis between BF+ and BF- of each pathogen. These results show
that some of the pathogens from CM in Japan are BF+ and its antibiotic susceptibility and virulence
are not so different from BF-. However, the latter half needs more thorough investigation. Because
for antibiotic susceptibility, there are some studies indicating that standard susceptibility test cannot
properly evaluate the susceptibility of BF+ pathogens in vivo. Also for virulence, scientific evaluation
standard for chronic mastitis hasn’'t been developed, so the possibility of our evaluation being
inadequate is undeniable.

Keywords: biofilm, Congo Red Agar, bovine clinical mastitis, chronic infections, antibiotic

susceptibility
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