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Abstracts 

The purpose of this research was to evaluate the ability of undefined an aerobic culture of 
cecal content of adult birds to reduce Salmonella intestinal colonization of broiler chicks. 

Chicks treatment consisted orally inoculation with an aerobic culture from cecal materials, 
chicks untreated  considered  as control, both groups were challenged orally at 3 days of age 
with 0.3 - 0.4× 105 CFU of Salmonella london. Numbers of chicks were killed by cervical 

dislocation on day 10, 20, 30, fecal  swabs and cecal contents were tested for the shedding 
rate isolation( In-fection) rate and the number of Salmonella log 10/ gm cecal contents. The 

treatment of the cecal anaerobes from adult chickens caused significant  reduce in Salmonella 
colonization by reducing the shedding rate and the numbers in cecal content, this could be 
contribute in minimizing the flocks, carcasses and the environment contamination of food 

born   Salmonella ,consequently the human food poisoning it well be decrease.        
           

 
        
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 


