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Abstract 

Background:  The swine-adapted serovar Choleraesuis of Salmonella enterica subspecies enterica is found rarely in 
domestic pigs in Germany. However, a considerable and increasing number of S. Choleraesuis organisms have been 
isolated from wild boars in Germany in recent years. To investigate a possible epidemiological context, S. Choleraesuis 
strains from a regional German wild boar population and other hosts were characterised by genotyping methods.

Results:  Macrorestriction analysis, biochemical differentiation and antimicrobial susceptibility typing enabled the 
identification of several clusters of S. Choleraesuis. Some clusters occurred almost permanently in a certain district, 
whereas other groups circulated among different wild boar herds in larger regions. Non-porcine hosts were infected 
with the same cluster as the wild boars.

Conclusions:  The emergence of S. Choleraesuis in wild boars might be caused by a higher prevalence in the wild 
boar population, but also the higher awareness to infections with African swine fever may have resulted in a higher 
number of examined animals. Separation of wild boar populations and, as a result, also the diverse S. Choleraesuis 
organisms might be due to natural barriers and artificial barriers like arterial roads. The findings of S. Choleraesuis in 
domestic pigs emphasize the importance of strict biosecurity measures to prevent transmission from wild boars of 
this but also other pathogens. To avoid risks for humans by zoonotic pathogens regular inspections of meat from 
wildlife need to be conducted.
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Background
Pigs might be infected with different non-host adapted 
Salmonella serovars, which rarely produce systemic 
infections but are able to colonise the alimentary tract 
and gut-associated lymphoid tissue [1]. S. Typhimurium 
and S. Derby are the worldwide most commonly detected 
non-typhoid serovars in pigs, however, all Salmonella 
organisms isolated from pigs are considered a hazard for 
public health [2]. Salmonella enterica subspecies enterica 
serovar Choleraesuis is defined as host-adapted but not 
host-restricted on the basis that 99% of incidents are 

associated with pigs [3] and causes paratyphoid in swine 
with clinical manifestations of enterocolitis and septi-
caemia [4, 5]. However, it does naturally infect also other 
host species, including man, in which the disease can be 
severe. Although S.  Choleraesuis is not often detected 
from human sources in the United States [6] and the 
European Union [2], it is an important serovar in several 
Asian countries. In Thailand [7] and Taiwan [8] S. Chol-
eraesuis is not only frequently isolated from humans but 
identified as the main cause of salmonellosis. During 
1950s and 1960s, S. Choleraesuis was the predominant 
serovar isolated from pigs worldwide [1]. Subsequently 
its prevalence has declined in numerous countries to a 
point where it was infrequently reported [9, 10]. At pre-
sent time, this serovar is still prevalent in North Amer-
ica and Asia [11], but is rarely detected in Australia and 

Open Access

Acta Veterinaria Scandinavica

*Correspondence:  ulrich.methner@fli.de 
1 Institute of Bacterial Infections and Zoonoses 
at the Friedrich‑Loeffler‑Institute, Federal Research Institute for Animal 
Health, Naumburger Str. 96a, 07743 Jena, Germany
Full list of author information is available at the end of the article

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/
http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1186/s13028-018-0422-4&domain=pdf


Page 2 of 8Methner et al. Acta Vet Scand           (2018) 60:65 

Western European countries [12]. A baseline survey on 
the prevalence of Salmonella in slaughter pigs in the 
EU from 2006 to 2007 revealed that S. Choleraesuis was 
detected in 4 out of the 25 participating Member States 
in altogether only 10 out of 2600 lymph nodes examined 
[12]. In Germany, the National Reference Laboratory for 
Salmonella received from 2001 to 2008 not a single strain 
of S. Choleraesuis isolated from domestic pigs for further 
typing [personal communication, Szabo] indicating that 
the swine adapted serovar was not resident in the pig 
population in Germany. In contrast, S. Choleraesuis was 
isolated in regional laboratories in some federal states 
from wild boars. Reports on the occurrence of S. Choler-
aesuis in wild boars in Germany are infrequent and con-
cern mainly single cases [13–16] or one epidemiological 
study [17]. Since 2013, the number of S.  Choleraesuis 
organisms isolated from wild boars in Germany and sent 
to the National Reference Laboratory for Salmonella for 
further typing increased considerably from 17 in 2013 to 
180 in 2017 [personal communication, Szabo], indicat-
ing a marked rise in prevalence in the German wild boar 
population. In a regional diagnostic laboratory in the 
federal state North Rhine-Westphalia a strong increase 
of septic salmonellosis in wild boars due to S. Cholerae-
suis was also observed during the last years. The swine 
adapted serovar was isolated in this region in a few cases 
even from domestic pigs, two foxes (Vulpes vulpes), a 
badger (Meles meles) and a red deer (Cervus elaphus). 
The aim of the present study was to characterise the 
S. Choleraesuis strains from the different hosts by pheno-
typing and genotyping methods in order to investigate a 
possible epidemiological connection.

Methods
Bacterial strains
A total of 31 strains of S. Choleraesuis isolated [18] from 
31 wild boars of different age, i.e. shoats, piglets under 
12  months, yearlings between 12 and 24  months, and 
adults over 24  months were included in the study. This 
selection of strains represents the entire spectrum of 
isolates found in the administrative district of Arnsberg 
in the German federal state North Rhine-Westphalia 
in 2017. Altogether 46 wild boars were examined from 
the same district in this period. S. Choleraesuis was 
detected in 39 animals, but strains from eight wild boars 
were excluded from the study as they were isolated at 
the same place of origin on the same day. The age of the 
animals was estimated based on tooth eruption as well 
as wear and tear of teeth of the lower jaw [19]. Addi-
tionally, five isolates of S.  Choleraesuis from domestic 
pigs, two strains from foxes and one strain each from a 
badger and a red deer detected in 2017 or 2018 in this 
region were also included. Depending on the presence 

of gross lesions, tissue samples from affected organs (e.g. 
liver, spleen, lung, bone lesions, segments of the intes-
tine, and intestinal content) were collected and examined 
according to the standard method [18]. All Salmonella 
isolates were serotyped using poly- and monovalent anti-
O as well as anti-H sera (SIFIN) according to the Kauff-
mann-White scheme [20], the biochemical profile of the 
strains was determined to differentiate between biovars 
S. Choleraesuis sensu stricto and S. Choleraesuis variatio 
Kunzendorf [21], using the identification system API 20E 
(Analytical Profile Index 20 tubes test for Enterobacte-
riaceae, bioMerieux, Nürtingen, Germany).

Antimicrobial susceptibility testing
Antimicrobial susceptibility of the S. Choleraesuis strains 
was assessed by determining the minimum inhibitory 
concentration (MIC) using the broth microdilution 
method with Sensititre™ EUVSEC plates (Trek Diag-
nostic Systems Ltd, East Grinstead, United Kingdom). 
Epidemiological cut-off values according to the Euro-
pean Committee on Antimicrobial Susceptibility Testing 
(EUCAST) were used [22]. Antimicrobial susceptibilities 
to sulfamethoxazole (SMX), trimethoprim (TMP), cipro-
floxacin (CIP), tetracycline (TET), meropenem (MERO), 
azithromycin (AZI), nalidixic acid (NAL), cefotaxime 
(FOT), chloramphenicol (CHL), tigecycline (TGC), cef-
tazidime (TAZ), colistin (COL), ampicillin (AMP) and 
gentamicin (GEN) were examined.

Genotyping using pulsed‑field gel electrophoresis (PFGE)
Macrorestriction analysis was carried out as described 
previously [17].

Pathomorphological and histological examination 
of the animals
A complete post-mortem examination was carried out 
by veterinarians on all wild boar carcasses submitted to 
the regional diagnostic laboratory in the federal state 
North Rhine-Westphalia by hunters or local veterinary 
authorities. African and Classical swine fever were ruled 
out by means of PCR, Brucella infection and Aujeszky’s 
disease have been excluded by serological methods. Wild 
boars examined were found dead or were shot by hunt-
ers because of overt clinical disease (abnormal behav-
iour, lost escape behaviour). Road killed animals were 
not submitted. Animals weighed between 1.5 and 53 kg. 
Depending on the state of decomposition samples of 
brain, lung, heart, liver, spleen, kidney, and intestine 
were fixed in 10% neutral buffered formalin. From ani-
mals with swollen feet, metaphyses of long bones were 
included. Bones were decalcified using hydrochloric 
acid (Osteomoll, Merck, Darmstadt, Germany). The for-
malin fixed tissue was further processed for histology 
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using routine techniques. Sections were cut at 5  μm 
and stained with hematoxylin and eosin for microscopic 
examination. Domestic pigs and non-porcine game ani-
mals with S. Choleraesuis findings were necropsied in 
order to determine the cause of illness and death. Pro-
cessing of samples from these animals for histology was 
identical as described above.

Results
Serological and biochemical characterisation of S. 
Choleraesuis
All isolates were typed according to the Kauffmann-
White scheme and revealed the complete antigenic 
formula (6, 7: c: 1, 5) for S. Choleraesuis. All 40 S. Chol-
eraesuis strains from different hosts were H2S positive 
and, therefore, could be referred to as biovar Kunzendorf 
(Table  1). The isolates revealed also identical fermenta-
tion patterns for sorbitol (SOR), melibiose (MEL) and 
arabinose (ARA). Therefore, only one “Analytical Profile 
Index” of the S.  Choleraesuis isolates was identified (6 
504 510: H2S+, SOR+, MEL−, ARA−).

Antimicrobial susceptibilities
All 40 S. Choleraesuis strains tested were sensitive to 12 
out of 14 antimicrobial compounds. The organisms were 
all resistant to ciprofloxacin (MIC = 0.12 µg/mL). Twenty 

five out of the 40 strains revealed a MIC of 256  µg/mL 
for sulfamethoxazole and were, therefore, sensitive to this 
antimicrobial substance. The other 15 S. Choleraesuis iso-
lates were resistant to sulfamethoxazole (MIC > 1024 µg/
mL) (Table  1). This distinctive feature was also used 
to differentiate the S.  Choleraesuis strains beyond the 
macrorestriction cluster. MIC values of 256 µg/mL were 
designated as 1 and MIC values of > 1024  µg/mL were 
termed as 2 and added to the single macrorestriction 
cluster to further distinguish between the S. Choleraesuis 
organisms (Table  1). Levels of susceptibility against the 
other antimicrobial substances did not reveal differences 
between the strains, the resistance pattern of the S. Chol-
eraesuis strains was nearly identical. MIC values (µg/mL) 
of the strains were: TMP (0.5), TET (8), MERO (0.06), 
AZI (16), NAL (8), FOT (< 0.25), CHL (16), TGC (1–2), 
TAZ (1), COL (< 1), AMP (4) and GEN (2).

Macrorestriction analysis
Two different restriction endonucleases, XbaI and SpeI 
(Fig. 1) were used to cleave whole-cell DNA of 40 S. Chol-
eraesuis isolates originating from different regions in the 
district of Arnsberg in the federal state North Rhine-
Westphalia (Table 1). XbaI digestion yielded two (X1 to 
X2) different patterns, SpeI digestion resulted in four 
(S1 to S4) patterns. Results of macrorestriction analysis 
allowed the assignment of the 40 S. Choleraesuis strains 
examined in this study to macrorestriction clusters A, B, 
C and D (Table 1).

Combining of phenotyping and genotyping results
The different susceptibility patterns of the S. Choleraesuis 
organisms to sulfamethoxazole enabled a further distinc-
tion of the macrorestriction clusters A, B, C and D in A1, 
A2, B2, C1, C2 and D1 (Table 1). The distribution of the 
strains according to both their affiliation to the differ-
ent macrorestriction clusters and their place of origin in 
the district of Arnsberg in the federal state North Rhine-
Westphalia are presented in Fig. 2. It could be shown that 
the discriminative groups are predominant in different 
regions. S.  Choleraesuis strains isolated from both wild 
boars and foxes belonging to cluster B2 were found only 
in the west whereas strains of group C (C1 and C2) origi-
nated only from the east of this region. Clusters A1 and 
A2 were detected in the centre of the district Arnsberg, 
however, nearly completely separated from cluster B2. 
Also in this region the strains isolated from a badger, a 
red deer and a domestic pig did belong to the same group 
(A1) as the strains from wild boars. The few strains from 
cluster A2 were rather widely distributed in the Arnsberg 
district and two of them were isolated from domestic 
pigs. One strain isolated from a domestic pig revealed 
a unique macrorestriction pattern (D1), which was not 

Table 1  Characteristics of Salmonella Choleraesuis strains

Analytical profile index: 6 504 510 (identical in all strains)
a  MIC to sulfamethoxazole (SMX):1 = 256; 2 = > 1024 (addition to 
macrorestriction clusterd)
b  Pattern numbers correspond to lane numbers in Fig. 1
c  Pattern numbers correspond to lane numbers in Fig. 1
d  Macrorestriction cluster as combination of macrorestriction patternsb, c and 
MICa

Animal origin 
(number 
of strains)

MICa 
(µg/mL) 
to SMX

Macrorestriction 
pattern

Macrorestriction 
clusterd

Xba I
Xb

Spe I
Sc

Wild boars (n = 18) 256 1 1 A1

Domestic pigs 
(n = 2)

256 1 1 A1

Badger (n = 1) 256 1 1 A1

Deer (n = 1) 256 1 1 A1

Wild boars (n = 2) > 1024 1 1 A2

Domestic pigs 
(n = 2)

> 1024 1 1 A2

Wild boars (n = 7) > 1024 2 2 B2

Foxes (n = 2) > 1024 2 2 B2

Wild boars (n = 2) 256 1 3 C1

Wild boars (n = 2) > 1024 1 3 C2

Domestic pigs 
(n = 1)

256 1 4 D1
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detected from any other host. In total, macrorestriction 
cluster A1 was the most widespread type in this district, 
reaching even regions in the south of the Arnsberg area 
and still further towards the federal state of Hessen.

Pathological findings in wild boars and other hosts
Nearly all boars (especially shoats and juveniles) exam-
ined showed signs of septicaemia. Pneumonia, congested 
liver with miliary necroses, enlarged spleen and hyperae-
mic lymph nodes were observed regularly. The animals 
revealed haemorrhages associated with endothelial dam-
age and microvascular thrombosis in multiple organs like 
lungs, kidneys and in a few cases also in the epiglottis. 
Enterocolitis was not detected in any of the wild boars. 
Five animals were suffering from severe osteomyelitis 
and physitis with swollen feet. Histologically, necrotis-
ing hepatitis and splenitis as well as fibrinopurulent 

necrotising bronchopneumonia were the hallmarks of 
S. Choleraesuis infection in wild boars. In most cases, it 
was possible to cultivate pure colonies of the agent from 
different organs directly without pre-enrichment in buff-
ered peptone water. The pathological findings in domes-
tic pigs were less pronounced. One pig showed signs of 
septic salmonellosis with necrotising hepatosplenitis. The 
other domestic pigs suffered from bronchopneumonia 
and polyarthritis, in these animals the agent was isolated 
only from the intestine. From the two foxes, S.  Choler-
aesuis was detected from a splenic abscess and the liver, 
respectively. The swine adapted Salmonella serovar was 
also isolated from liver, spleen and intestine of a badger 
suffering from focal cerebellar encephalomalacia, bron-
chopneumonia and necrotising hepatitis as well as from 
the intestine of a red deer. This animal originating from 
a game animal enclosure with public access was in poor 
nutritional condition, had a severe lung worm infesta-
tion, multiple abscesses in lung, lung lymph nodes and 
spleen, and a chronic peritonitis.

Discussion
The occurrence of the swine-adapted serovar S. Choler-
aesuis in domestic pigs is considered as major problem 
for the pig industry in Asia and North America [11]. 
Only occasional findings are reported from Australia 
and Europe [12]. The recent report on zoonoses in the 
European Union provided no evidence on the occur-
rence of S. Choleraesuis, neither in pigs nor in humans 
[2]. In Germany, S.  Choleraesuis was isolated from pigs 
or pork in 2014 in only two cases [23] indicating that the 
swine adapted serovar is not resident in the domestic 
pig population in this country. Reports on clinical cases 
or outbreaks of S. Choleraesuis in domestic pigs [16, 24] 
are also seldom. In contrast, the number of S. Cholerae-
suis isolates from wild boars sent to the German National 
Reference Laboratory for Salmonella increased from 17 
in 2013 to 180 in 2017 [personal communication, Szabo], 
suggesting a rising prevalence in the German wild boar 
population. Strains of other serovars of Salmonella from 
wild boars in Germany were submitted only in a few 
cases for further typing. Several reasons may be respon-
sible for this development: (i) a real increase of S. Choler-
aesuis in wild boars as result of the increased number of 
animals in the wild boar population [25], (ii) the higher 
awareness to possible African swine fever infections [26] 
as similarities in gross lesions with S. Choleraesuis infec-
tions [16] might have resulted in a higher number of ani-
mals sent to regional diagnostic laboratories, and (iii) an 
increase in virulence due to a possibly newly emerged 
clone of S. Choleraesuis. The diagnostic laboratory of the 
administrative district Arnsberg notified also an increase 
of septic salmonellosis due to S. Choleraesuis in wild boar 

Fig. 1  XbaI (X1, X2) and SpeI (S1, S2, S3, S4) macrorestriction patterns 
of 40 Salmonella. Choleraesuis strains from 31 wild boars, 5 domestic 
pigs, 2 badgers, 1 fox and 1 red deer
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submissions from 2006 (0 of 10) to 2017 (36 of 46). The 
generalised lesions in wild boars but also in other hosts in 
this study confirmed earlier observations and indicated 
the highly invasive character of this pig-adapted serovar 
[15–17, 24, 27]. The strong similarities in gross lesions 
after infection with S.  Choleraesuis and African swine 
fever demand a high awareness of hunters, farmers, 
veterinarians and competent authorities in the control 
of these diseases. However, despite the actual threat by 
African swine fever, other diseases (classical swine fever, 
other septicaemic bacterial infections e.g. with Strepto-
coccus suis and Mycoplasma suis or Brucella suis biovar 
2) in pigs must also be considered in the differential diag-
nosis [28].

To detect a possible epidemiological connection 
between the S.  Choleraesuis strains originating from 
both, different regions and hosts, PFGE as well as bio-
chemical differentiation and antimicrobial susceptibility 
typing were applied to discriminate among the isolates 
[29, 30]. Several PFGE analyses of S. Choleraesuis isolates 
have provided reliable information on the discrimina-
tion among field isolates, between wild-type and vaccine 
strains, but also on the association between isolates of 
human and porcine origin [8, 17, 24, 29, 31]. In this study 
the macrorestriction analysis with two different enzymes 
subdivided 40  S.  Choleraesuis isolates into 4 macror-
estriction clusters A, B, C and D. The different sulfameth-
oxazole susceptibility patterns of the strains enabled 

Fig. 2  Distribution of macrorestriction clusters (A1, A2, B2, C1, C2, D1) of Salmonella Choleraesuis isolates from wild boars, domestic pigs, foxes, 
badger and red deer according to their place of origin in the administrative district of Arnsberg in the federal state North Rhine-Westphalia in 
Germany



Page 6 of 8Methner et al. Acta Vet Scand           (2018) 60:65 

at least partly a further differentiation of these clusters 
in A1/A2, B2, C1/C2 and D1. Although the biochemi-
cal characterisation of serovar S.  Choleraesuis might be 
a valuable tool for the further phenotypical discrimina-
tion [17, 20, 21, 24], all strains examined in this study did 
belong to biovar Kunzendorf (H2S positive) and revealed 
only one “Analytical Profile Index” so that an additional 
distinction of the macrorestriction groups was not possi-
ble. The finding that single macrorestriction cluster occur 
almost permanently in only certain regions of the district 
Arnsberg indicates (i) that wild boars live and move only 
in special parts of the region or (ii) that there are barriers 
between regions which do not allow an exchange of the 
Salmonella organisms between different hordes of wild 
boars and (iii) that the S.  Choleraesuis strains belong-
ing to the different clusters persist and circulate in the 
wild boar populations in the corresponding regions. The 
distribution of the single cluster in this study is in great 
accordance with earlier results gained in another region 
in Germany located in a distance of about 300 kilome-
tres [17]. Interestingly, the macrorestriction cluster of 
S.  Choleraesuis strains identified in both regions did 
not reveal any accordance, indicating that an exchange 
of the organism over these long distances did not occur. 
The incidence of a special macrorestriction cluster in 
only a particular area might also be due to the amount 
of feed available. If there is plenty of feed the boars will 
stay in a territory of ca. 15 square kilometres, however, 
this territory may be considerably enlarged if there is a 
lack of feed [25]. Under these circumstances different 
wild boar hordes or single animals may share the same 
region and possibly exchange not only S.  Choleraesuis 
organisms but also other pathogens. Whether this is the 
case in parts of the Arnsberg district is open. Also in 
areas with more than one macrorestriction cluster it is 
unknown whether these clusters occur each in one horde 
or in different hordes. Another factor contributing to 
the separation of single S. Choleraesuis cluster or rather 
the wild boar packs are with high probability barriers 
like motorways or other traffic routes used in high fre-
quency. This holds true for the Arnsberg district but also 
other regions [17]. Therefore, it might be assumed that 
both natural barriers like mountains, mountain ranges or 
wide rivers as well as artificial barriers like arterial roads 
which are difficult to cross cause the separation of wild 
boars and, as well as their pathogens. The fact that in dif-
ferent non-porcine hosts like a deer, two foxes, a badger 
and a domestic pig the identical macrorestriction cluster 
was detected as in the wild boars from the correspond-
ing region indicates, that the wild boars are the source of 
the infection with the swine adapted serovar S. Cholerae-
suis. Of special importance, also in view of the possible 
transfer of pathogens from wild boars to domestic pigs is 

the type of S.  Choleraesuis cluster in domestic pigs. As 
wild boars or carrier wild boars might be considered as 
natural reservoir of S. Choleraesuis [11, 17], the route of 
transmission of this agent to the domestic pig population 
might be an indicator of infection routes also for other 
pathogens like African swine fever-virus, Classical swine 
fever-virus, Brucella suis or Trichinella spiralis [32, 33] 
and, therefore, give valuable information for the preven-
tion of this transfer. Although the domestic pigs in this 
study revealed clusters of S.  Choleraesuis identified in 
wild boars, it can only be suspected that wild boars are 
the source for the infection. Even a questionnaire in the 
pig farms did not yield sufficient information to finally 
confirm this route (data not shown). The pigs were not in 
free-range production and in the farms only single pigs 
were affected. The difficulties in analysing these routes 
of infection were also reported for both single cases 
of S.  Choleraesuis infections [16] and large pig herds 
[24]. Therefore, hygiene and biosecurity measures are 
extremely important to prevent transmission of Salmo-
nella and other pathogens from the wild boar population 
to domestic pigs.

The fact that S.  Choleraesuis is the dominating sero-
var in the German wild boar population and that other 
Salmonella serovars are detected far less frequently [34] 
might indicate that wild boars are not an important host 
or source for foodborne salmonellosis in humans. On the 
contrary, studies from other countries [35–37] report on 
the occurrence of a wide range of Salmonella serovars 
belonging to different subspecies in wild boars. Never-
theless, because of the risk to transfer Salmonella and 
other zoonotic pathogens to humans there is a perma-
nent need to reinforce attention on game meat inspection 
in order to improve the safety of pork from wild boars. 
Therefore, both regular inspection of meat from wildlife 
by official veterinarians and advice of hunters and per-
sons who prepare and consume wild boar meat are essen-
tial measures for reducing risks to human and domestic 
pig health.

Conclusions
Because of the increased emergence of S.  Choleraesuis 
in the German wild boar population, the study aimed to 
investigate an epidemiological connection of this host-
adapted serovar in wild boars and other hosts. Phenotyp-
ing and genotyping methods enabled the identification of 
several clusters of S.  Choleraesuis. These groups persist 
either in a certain regional wild boar population or cir-
culate in different hordes in larger areas. The separation 
of the wild boar hordes or the S.  Choleraesuis strains, 
respectively, might be due to natural and artificial bar-
riers like arterial roads. The detection of S. Choleraesuis 
in single cases of domestic pigs indicates the possible 
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transmission of pathogens from wild boars and requires 
the establishment of an effective biosecurity system at 
animal farms. The inspection of meat from wildlife needs 
to be conducted to avoid zoonotic infections.

Authors’ contributions
UM coordinated the study, performed serotyping, macrorestriction analysis, 
MIC determination, data evaluation and wrote the manuscript. MP and SM 
carried out pathomorphological examinations, performed bacteriological 
analysis and coordinated topographical data. All authors read and approved 
the final manuscript.

Author details
1 Institute of Bacterial Infections and Zoonoses at the Friedrich‑Loeffler‑Insti-
tute, Federal Research Institute for Animal Health, Naumburger Str. 96a, 
07743 Jena, Germany. 2 Chemisches und Veterinäruntersuchungsamt West-
falen, Zur Taubeneiche 10‑12, 59821 Arnsberg, Germany. 

Acknowledgements
The skilled technical assistance of Lisa Rüter, Silke Keiling and Sigrid Trautmann 
(FLI Jena) as well as Daniela David, Jutta Juchmann and Felix Wiedemann 
(CVUA Westfalen) is gratefully acknowledged. We particularly thank Prof. Dr. 
Konrad Sachse for critical reading of the manuscript and language editing.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Availability of data and materials
Data generated or analysed during this study are included in this published 
article, further information are available from the corresponding author on 
reasonable request.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Funding
This research did not receive any specific grant from funding agencies in the 
public, commercial, or not-for-profit sectors.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

Received: 1 June 2018   Accepted: 24 October 2018

References
	1.	 Stevens MP, Gray JT. Salmonella infections in pigs. In: Barrow PA, Methner 

U, editors. Salmonella in domestic animals. 2nd ed. Wallingford: CABI 
International; 2013. p. 263–94.

	2.	 European Food Safety Authority (EFSA). The European Union summary 
report on trends and sources of zoonoses, zoonotic agents and food-
borne outbreaks in 2016. EFSA J. 2017;15:5077.

	3.	 Uzzau S, Brown DJ, Wallis T, Rubino S, Leori G, Bernhard S, et al. 
Host adapted serotypes of Salmonella enterica. Epidemiol Infect. 
2000;125:229–55.

	4.	 Reed WM, Olander HJ, Thaker HL. Studies of the pathogenesis of Salmo-
nella Typhimurium and Salmonella Choleraesuis var. kunzendorf infection 
in weaning pigs. Am J Vet Res. 1986;47:75–83.

	5.	 Gray JT, Fedorka-Cray PJ. Survival and infectivity of Salmonella Cholerae-
suis in swine feces. J Food Prot. 2001;64:945–9.

	6.	 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). National Salmonella 
surveillance Annual Report, 2015. Atlanta, Georgia: US Department of 
Health and Human Services, CDC; 2017.

	7.	 Bangtrakulnonth A, Pornreonwong S, Pulsrikarn C, Sawanpanyalert P, 
Hendriksen RS, Lo Fo Wong DM. Salmonella serovars from humans and 
other sources in Thailand, 1993–2002. Emerg Infect Dis. 2004;10:131–6.

	8.	 Chang CC, Lin YH, Chang CF, Yeh KS, Chiu CH, Chu C, et al. Epidemiologic 
relationship between fluoroquinolone-resistant Salmonella enterica sero-
var Choleraesuis strains isolated from humans and pigs in Taiwan (1997 
to 2002). J Clin Microbiol. 2005;43:2798–804.

	9.	 Laval A, Morvan H, Despez G, Corbion B. Salmonellosis in swine. In: 
Reports and communications, Salmonella and Salmonellosis, Ploufragan/
St Brieuc, France, 15–17 September 1993, p. 164–74.

	10.	 Helmuth R, Kasbohrer A, Geue L, Rabsch W, Protz W. Pilot study on the 
prevalence of Salmonella in slaughter pigs in Germany. In: Proceedings 
of the 2nd International Symposium on epidemiology and control of 
Salmonella in pork, Copenhagen, Denmark, 20–22 August 1997. p. 103–6.

	11.	 Fedorka-Cray PJ, Gray JT, Wray C. Salmonella infections in pigs. In: Wray 
C, Wray A, editors. Salmonella in domestic animals. CAB International: 
Wallingford; 2000. p. 1191–207.

	12.	 European Food Safety Authority (EFSA). Report of the task force on 
zoonoses data collection on the analysis of the baseline survey on the 
prevalence of Salmonella in slaughter pigs, Part A. EFSA J. 2008;135:1–111.

	13.	 Plötner J, Bussemer J, Otta J, Schmidt O, Winkler H. Zu einer Salmonella-
choleraesuis-Infektion im Schwarzwildbestand zweier benachbarter 
Jagdgebiete. Mh Vet-Med. 1979;34:860–1.

	14.	 Weber A, Broos H, Wachowitz R, Heil G, Schultze-Rhonhof J. Nachweis von 
Salmonella choleraesuis beim einheimischen Schwarzwild (Sus scrofa). 
Tierärztl Umschau. 1990;45:411–4.

	15.	 Müller M, Weber A, Tucher R, Naumann L. Osteomyelitis bei einem Wild-
schwein (Sus scrofa) durch Salmonella Choleraesuis. Tierärztl Umschau. 
2004;59:700–2.

	16.	 Eddicks M, Hausleitner R, Eddicks L, Blutke A, Straubinger RK, Wolf G, et al. 
Nachweis von Salmonella Choleraesuis var. Kunzendorf bei einem Mast-
schwein mit septikämischer Salmonellose. Ein Fallbericht. Tierärztliche 
Praxis Großtiere. 2016;44:381–7.

	17.	 Methner U, Heller M, Bocklisch H. Salmonella enterica subspecies enterica 
serovar Choleraesuis in a wild boar population in Germany. Eur J Wildl 
Res. 2010;56:493–502.

	18.	 International Organization for Standardization (ISO): ISO 6579-1:2017 (E). 
Microbiology of the food chain-horizontal method for the detection, 
enumeration and serotyping of Salmonella—Part 1: detection of Salmo-
nella spp.; 2017. http://www.iso.org.

	19.	 Briedermann L. Schwarzwild. Stuttgart: Franckh-Kosmos Verlags-GmbH & 
Co. KG; 2009.

	20.	 Grimont PAD, Weill FX. Antigenic formulae of the Salmonella serovars. In: 
WHO collaborating centre for reference and research on Salmonella, 9th 
edition. Paris: Institut Pasteur; 2007. http://www.paste​ur.fr/sante​/clre/
cadre​cnr/salmo​msind​ex.html.

	21.	 Le Minor L, Beaud R, Laurent B, Monteil V. Etude des Salmonella pos-
sedant les facteurs antigeniques 6,7:c:1,5. Ann Inst Pasteur/Microbiol. 
1985;138B:225–34.

	22.	 European Committee on Antimicrobial Susceptibility Testing (EUCAST). 
Breakpoints tables for interpretation of MICs and zone diameters. Version 
3.1. Geneva, Switzerland; 2013. http://www.eucas​t.org.

	23.	 Bundesinstitut für Riskobewertung (BfR): Agents of zoonoses in Germany 
in 2014. BfR Wissensch. 2016;06/2016:275. http://www.bfr.bund.de.

	24.	 Pedersen K, Sørensen G, Löfström C, Leekitcharoenphon P, Nielsen B, 
Wingstrand A, et al. Reappearance of Salmonella serovar Choleraesuis var. 
Kunzendorf in Danish pig herds. Vet Microbiol. 2015;176:282–91.

	25.	 Deutscher Jagdverband. https​://www.jagdv​erban​d.de/sites​/defau​lt/files​
/2018-%20Jah​resst​recke​%20Sch​warzw​ild.jpg.

	26.	 Verordnung zur Durchführung eines Monitorings auf das Virus der Klassis-
chen und der Afrikanischen Schweinepest bei Wild- und Hausschweinen 
(Schweinepest-Monitoring-Verordnung - SchwPestMonV). 9. November 
2016, BGBl. I, p. 2518.

	27.	 Kingsley RA, Bäumler AJ. Host adaptation and the emergence of infec-
tious disease: the Salmonella paradigm. Mol Microbiol. 2000;36:1006–14.

	28.	 Zimmermann JJ, Karriker LA, Ramirez A, Schwartz KJ, Stevenson GW, edi-
tors. Diseases of swine. 10th ed. New York: Wiley Blackwell; 2012.

	29.	 Weide-Botjes M, Liebisch B, Schwarz S, Watts JL. Molecular characteriza-
tion of Salmonella enterica subsp. enterica serovar Choleraesuis field iso-
lates and differentiation from homologous live vaccine strains Suisaloral 
and SC-54. J Clin Microbiol. 1996;34:2460–3.

	30.	 Chiu CH, Su LH, Chu C, Chia JH, Wu TL, Lin TY. Isolation of Salmonella 
enterica serotype Choleraesuis resistant to ceftriaxone and ciprofloxacin. 
Lancet. 2004;363:1285–6.

http://www.iso.org
http://www.pasteur.fr/sante/clre/cadrecnr/salmomsindex.html
http://www.pasteur.fr/sante/clre/cadrecnr/salmomsindex.html
http://www.eucast.org
http://www.bfr.bund.de
https://www.jagdverband.de/sites/default/files/2018-%20Jahresstrecke%20Schwarzwild.jpg
https://www.jagdverband.de/sites/default/files/2018-%20Jahresstrecke%20Schwarzwild.jpg


Page 8 of 8Methner et al. Acta Vet Scand           (2018) 60:65 

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your research ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

	31.	 Asai T, Namimatsu T, Osumi T, Kojima A, Harada K, Aoki H, et al. Molecular 
typing and antimicrobial resistance of Salmonella enterica subspecies 
enterica serovar Choleraesuis isolates from diseased pigs in Japan. Comp 
Immunol Microbiol Infect Dis. 2008. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.simid​
.2008.08.004.

	32.	 Kruse H, Kirkemo AM, Handeland K. Wildlife as source of zoonotic infec-
tions. Emerg Infect Dis. 2004;10:2067–72.

	33.	 Gottstein B, Pozio E, Nöckler K. Epidemiology, diagnosis, treatment, and 
control of trichinellosis. Clin Microbiol Rev. 2009;22:127–45.

	34.	 Bundesamt für Verbraucherschutz und Lebensmittelsicherheit (BVL): 
Reports of Food Safety—Zoonoses Monitoring 2016; BVL Report 12.2; 
2017. p. 18.

	35.	 Wacheck S, Frederiksson-Ahomaa M, König W, Stolle A, Stephan R. Wild 
boars as an important reservoir for foodborne pathogens. Foodborne 
Pathog and Dis. 2010;7:307–12.

	36.	 Chiari M, Zanoni M, Tagliabue S, Lavazza A, Alborali LG. Salmonella sero-
types in wild boars (Sus scrofa) hunted in northern Italy. Acta Vet Scand. 
2013;55:42–5.

	37.	 Zottola T, Montagnaro S, Magnapera C, Sasso S, De Martin L, Bragagnolo 
A, et al. Prevalence and antimicrobial susceptibility of Salmonella in 
European wild boar (Sus scrofa); Latium region—Italy. Comp Immunol 
Microbiol Infect Dis. 2013;36:161–8.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.simid.2008.08.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.simid.2008.08.004

	Salmonella enterica subspecies enterica serovar Choleraesuis in a German wild boar population: occurrence and characterisation
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Results: 
	Conclusions: 

	Background
	Methods
	Bacterial strains
	Antimicrobial susceptibility testing
	Genotyping using pulsed-field gel electrophoresis (PFGE)
	Pathomorphological and histological examination of the animals

	Results
	Serological and biochemical characterisation of S. Choleraesuis
	Antimicrobial susceptibilities
	Macrorestriction analysis
	Combining of phenotyping and genotyping results
	Pathological findings in wild boars and other hosts

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Authors’ contributions
	References




