2012 :31 -28 bl qulall 408 - jdie galal) alad) jaliall adldy

culall e (Staphylococcus aureus) 4l 4 giiall & ) gSall o) ja J e
AAA) Aabal) claliaal) slad Lgiulua anlii g Cpall 7Sua ddidlaa & ESU alAY)
1odalu Ao e 2o ala g g1 e (ppadl 2 Mgl
Bl )85 -y S5 Aaals o slall S Dy S Bl (g bl il A4S0 ]
dadald)
L) culds o Staphylococcus  aureus sl 4 sdiall &l ) o Sall adil ya J jad 4l jall oy ja)
Obe sl ala s die (109)pen a5, (ol Zoa dkailae ) 535 Al (e ddlise (3halia 322 sidl)
! (60) Joal = (14) @SS, aureus <Y e e o) Al jall & yelal o (2011 Dk Y 2010 J oY) )
ol Lgia slie 5 Y Jeall s 8 LD & ygda) i Y Gall Apaliaal) s il Ausilly Ll (723.33) Aoy
s Aglal) laliadll (e gl 5(6) calad )5 Al jall 8 Laddivual) &) ) olai Adlita Cansiy g Alall Cilaliadll
Clavulanic acid/amoxicillin, Cefoxetine ,Ciprofloxacin ,Erythromycin,  Ampicillin,
illin ,Cefoxetine, Clavulanic acid/amoxycillin)c J< Guaill o o il <aiyy Methecillin
Sas Lal (Ertythroycin) sbaaall sbad dpubias &Y 32l e (479) &Sy (507) aly (Methec
illad uf) 385 (Ciprfloxacing e clsbiaal) WS 1S e <Y 3l (s (£57) olad Yad S ( Ampicillin)
(7100) sl 5 sl 13g) dlian <ilS Y all asen o Gam Y Jal) auia

Isolation of Staphylococcus aureus from raw milk of cows at
Salah Al -Din province and evaluation of their susceptibility to
antibiotics

Nihad,A.J.!, Suha, M.A.2 and Muthanna.A.S.}

1-College of Veterinary Medicine University of Tikrit 2- College of Science, University
of Tikrit, Tikrit-lraq

Summary

The study was designed for isolation of Staphylococcus aureus from raw milk of cows at
different regions of salah al-din province. A total number of 109 samples were collected form
October (2010) to May (2011). The result of study showed that the number of isolates were
(14) from (60) positive samples (23.33%). Antibiotic susceptibility test showed different
results for susceptibility according to types of antibiotics that used in this study which include
the followings: Amoxycillin, Ampicillin, Cefoxetine, Methcillin, Ciprofloxacin, Clavulinic
acid and Erythromycin. The results showed that 50% of the isolates were susceptible for
Methecillin, Cefoxetine, and Clavulanic acid-Amoxycillin), While Erythromycin was active
against (79%) of the isolates, and Ampicillin was active against (57%), on the other hand, all
isolates were susceptible to Ciprofloxacin which considered the most effective antibiotic
against the bacteria in this study (100%).
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