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Abstract 
The review discusses the role of antibiotics in treating calf diarrhea, highlighting the need for 
veterinarians to limit antimicrobial usage to avoid adverse effects on animal and human health. It 
emphasizes the importance of infection control protocols, diagnostic testing, and monitoring 
antimicrobial resistance. Despite advancements in vaccines and passive immunity management, 
antimicrobial treatment remains crucial for managing calf diarrhea, especially when caused by 
pathogens like E. coli and Salmonella. The review also covers the limitations of antimicrobial 
susceptibility testing, particularly in distinguishing between pathogenic and non-pathogenic bacteria. 
It advocates for evidence-based antimicrobial use and warns against the overuse of broad-spectrum 
antibiotics, recommending targeted treatments. Furthermore, the review underlines the importance 
of supportive therapies, such as fluid administration and nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs, to 
manage the symptoms and complications of diarrhea in calves. 
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Introduction 
The recommendation encourages veterinarians 
to limit the use of antimicrobial drugs in order 
to minimize potential harmful effects on both 
animal and human health. It also emphasizes 
the importance of developing formal infection 
control plans, identifying common conditions 
like diarrhea or respiratory disease where anti-
microbials are often used, and setting clear 
protocols for antimicrobial usage within the 
practice. Furthermore, antibiotics should be 
classified into primary, secondary, and tertiary 
categories, and appropriate diagnostic and sen-
sitivity testing should be applied. Regular mon-
itoring and surveillance of antibiotic-resistant 
bacteria, whether within a veterinary practice, 
on a farm, in a region, or even nationwide, are 
critical for continually evaluating and improv-
ing antimicrobial practices. 
 

Clinical Significance: 
For more than 50 years, antimicrobial therapy 
has played a key role in treating calf diarrhea. 
Despite this, diarrhea remains the leading 
cause of mortality among preweaned dairy 
heifer calves, with no notable reduction in 
death rates over time Algammal et al., (2002). 
Although vaccines targeting major causes of 
calf diarrhea such as enterotoxigenic Esche-
richia coli, rotavirus, and coronavirus are 
widely available, and improvements in passive 
immunity through colostrum management have 
been made, both oral and injectable antimicro-
bial treatments continue to be essential in man-
aging calf diarrhea Abdelazeem et al., (2020). 
Recently, detailed guidelines for the use of an-
timicrobials in diarrheic calves have been de-
veloped, based on a systematic review of ran-
domized controlled studies published in peer-
reviewed journals Aman et al., (2002). 
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Causes of Calf Diarrhea: 
Diarrhea is often caused by infection with one 
or more intestinal bacteria such as salmonella 
spp. rotavirus coronavirus enterotoxigenic 
Escherichia coli or cryptosporidium numerous 
illnesses can strike the herd on a regular basis 
and affect both healthy and sick babies in some 
cases of acute hepatitis salmonella is thought to 
be critical in the intestines of cows suffering 
from diarrhea coliform germs are frequently 
found to predominate despite the presence of 
other microbes poor intestinal characteristics 
tissue injury and the potential for bacteremia 
are associated with the growth of these bacteria 
Gharieb et al., (2015); Liu et al., (2007) since 
it was discovered that d-lactate plays a role in 
acidemia in afflicted cows the connection 
between bacterial overgrowth and diarrhea in 
cows has garnered attention especially after the 
discovery of the function of d-lactate in 
acidemia in affected cows. D-lactic acid is 
produced by fermentation in the stomach and is 
often prescribed in toddlers without or with 
diarrhea. In these cows, it causes acidemia, 
which regularly causes signs and symptoms 
including fatigue and loss of coordination 
Herrera Luna et al., (2009); Islam et al., 
(2015). 
 
Bacteremia in Calves with Diarrhea: 
Calves affected by diarrhea are more 
susceptible to partial or complete failure in 
passive immunity transfer which significantly 
increases their risk of developing bacteremia 
studies indicate that bacteremia primarily 
caused by E.coli is present in roughly 20 to 30 
of calves suffering from diarrhea or systemic 
illnesses due to E. coli for calves that are 
severely ill showing signs such as a weakened 
suckling reflex dehydration exceeding 6 
weakness inability to stand or signs of clinical 
depression it is recommended to routinely 
include treatments targeting bacteremia 
particularly E.coli bacteremia due to its high 
occurrence Nguyen et al., (2005) currently it is 
not recommended to rely on a clinical sepsis 
score to guide antibiotic treatment in calves 
until further validation is achieved across 
different calf-rearing environments Osman et 
al., (2012)  while the exact rate of bacteremia 
in these cases remains undetermined calves 

showing clinical signs of diarrhea caused by 
Salmonella are also suspected to have 
bacteremia Fecteau et al., (2003). 
 
Antimicrobial Susceptibility Testing: 
Salmonella species other than enterotoxigenic 
E.coli are the most commonly identified 
bacterial enteropathogens in fecal samples and 
necropsy specimens from calves it is strongly 
advised to submit appropriate samples for 
bacterial culture pathogen identification and 
susceptibility testing using standardized 
methodologies to facilitate evidence-based 
drug selection and rationalize antibiotic usage 
nevertheless there remains a need for the 
advancement of laboratory techniques and the 
establishment of standardized breakpoints for 
numerous bacteria-drug combinations Randall 
et al., (2004); Sayed et al., (2002). 
Certain fecal isolates including E.coli, 
Clostridium perfringens type A and 
Campylobacter species are considered part of 
the normal intestinal microbiota consequently 
diagnostic laboratories must effectively 
distinguish between normal bacterial 
populations and potential pathogens in fecal 
cultures particularly when the cultured 
organisms cannot be differentiated from 
normal flora based on species identification 
virulence factors or other markers or when 
there is clear evidence of bacterial overgrowth 
Shahrani et al., (2014) in instances 
susceptibility testing can help guide treatment 
plans and the selection of suitable 
antimicrobial agents when enterotoxigenic 
E.coli or Salmonella is found ensuring 
appropriate antimicrobial concentrations at 
the infection sites such as the small 
intestine and bloodstream is crucial for the 
successful management of calf diarrhea 
Yadegari et al., (2019). 
Testing or fecal antibacterial susceptibility 
in calves with diarrhea is primarily 
relevant when dealing with specific 
pathogens like pathogenic Salmonella 
species and enterotoxigenic E.coli blood 
culture isolates from calves with 
confirmed bacteremia may perhaps be 
taken into the efficacy of current 
susceptibilitytesting techniques in forecasti
ng treatment results for diarrhea in calves 
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has not been shown for non-
enterotoxigenic E.coli isolates Solmaz et 
al., (2000) fecal bacteria culture and 
susceptibility testing specifically the 
Kirby-Bauer method may be less helpful 
Salmonella isolates and fecal  E.coli in 
vitro susceptibility do not appear to be 
correlated in any way and clinical 
treatment response results from deceased 
calves should be interpreted cautiously as 
they might reflect treatment failures or 
bacterial overgrowth that doesn’t 
accurately represent the actual in vivo 
situation Gupta et al., (2014); Deverdier 
et al., (2012) The fact that Kirby-Bauer break-
points, also known as minimum inhibitory con-
centrations, are not intended to represent the 
normal antimicrobial concentrations seen in 
calves' small intestines and blood is another 
drawback of fecal susceptibility testing. For 
this reason, doctors should evaluate the effica-
cy of antibiotics by monitoring the animal's 
clinical response to therapy Cantas et al., 
(2013) When assessing blood isolates as op-
posed to fecal isolates, the Kirby-Bauer tech-
nique could be more useful. this is because 
mic90 values for human E. coli isolates, which 
block 90 percent of the isolates, and Kirby-
Bauer breakpoints (minimum inhibitory 
concentration [MIC]) are based on achieva-
ble antimicrobial concentrations in human 
plasma and MIC90 (MIC for 90% of the 
isolates) values for human E.coli isolates, 
which provide a reasonable approximation 
to achievable MIC values in calf plasma 
and MIC90 values for bovine E.coli iso-
lates. Bradford (2001); Aman et al., (2021). 
 
Success of Antimicrobial Therapy: 
Important aspects of treating calf diarrhea in-
volve strictly following the prescribed guide-
lines for antibiotic use, selecting an antimicro-
bial agent with the correct spectrum of activity, 
and ensuring that the drug reaches and main-
tains the necessary therapeutic levels at the site 
of infection. It's also essential to administer the 
treatment for the appropriate duration while 
minimizing the risk of adverse local or system-
ic effects, as well as avoiding the presence of 
harmful drug residues Ahmed et al., (2013). 
Key measures of success in treating calf diar-
rhea with antimicrobials include tracking the 

mortality rate, evaluating the growth rate, and 
assessing both the severity and length of diar-
rhea in calves that survive Addy et al., (2004). 
The effectiveness of antibiotic therapy can de-
pend greatly on the method of administration 
and whether the drug is dissolved in milk, oral 
electrolyte solutions, or water.  For example, 
oral antibiotics administered in the form of bo-
luses, tablets, or gelatin capsules may end up in 
the rumen, leading to different serum concen-
tration profiles than those dissolved in milk 
replacers or given as oral drenches. Antibiotics 
that bypass the rumen tend to have less impact 
on rumen microflora, potentially allowing bac-
terial recolonization in the small intestine. 
Nevertheless, the normal gut flora is exposed 
to some level of antibiotics regardless of how 
the drugs are administered Alberto, (2022).  
Past research has shown that some orally ad-
ministered antibiotics, like potassium and pro-
caine penicillin, neomycin sulfate, ampicillin 
trihydrate, and tetracycline hydrochloride, can 
increase diarrhea occurrence, cause malabsorp-
tion, and slow down growth rates in calves 
Bradford, (2001); Abd el Azeem et al., 
(2020). 
 
Evidence-Based Recommendations for 
Antimicrobial Administration in Calf 
Diarrhea: 
The U.S. Food and Drug Administration 
(FDA) has approved several antibiotics for 
treating and managing bacterial enteritis 
(scours, colibacillosis) caused by E. coli in 
calves. These include injectable antibiotics 
such as oxytetracycline and sulfa chlorpyri-
dazine, alongside oral treatments like amoxicil-
lin, chlortetracycline, neomycin, oxytetracy-
cline, streptomycin, sulfachlorpyridazine, sul-
famethazine, and tetracycline Cantas et al., 
(2013). Among these, four antibiotics chlortet-
racycline, Oxytetracycline, tetracycline, and 
neomycin are specifically labeled for the treat-
ment or control of bacterial enteritis due to E. 
coli and Salmonella species CLSI, (2017); Co-
lom et al., (2003). 
However, peer-reviewed research validating 
the efficacy of many of these antibiotics, par-
ticularly injectable oxytetracycline and sul-
fachlorpyridazine or orally administered op-
tions like amoxicillin, chlortetracycline, neo-
mycin, oxytetracycline, streptomycin, sul-
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fachlorpyridazine, sulfamethazine, and tetracy-
cline, in treating naturally occurring diarrhea in 
calves remains limited Mona et al., (2023). 
Although oral amoxicillin has been effective 
for experimentally induced diarrhea Yayesew 
and Temesgen, (2023), its effectiveness in 
treating naturally occurring diarrhea in beef 
calves has not been established. Given the 
scarcity of clinical data proving the effective-
ness of these antibiotics and considering that 
untreated diarrhea in calves can lead to serious 
complications or death, the use of extra-label 
antimicrobials (excluding prohibited ones) is 
often justified for treating severely ill calves 
with diarrhea Mona et al., (2023). 
Successful treatment of calf diarrhea requires 
antimicrobials that are effective both locally 
(in the small intestine) and systemically, as the 
main areas of infection are the small intestine 
and the bloodstream. The antibiotic should 
reach therapeutic levels at the infection site and 
have a narrow gram-negative spectrum to limit 
disruption of the natural gut flora Alberto, 
(2022). 
Studies show that broad-spectrum β-lactam 
and fluoroquinolone antimicrobials, whether 
given orally or by injection, can be effective in 
managing both naturally occurring and experi-
mentally induced diarrhea. However, extra-
label use of fluoroquinolones is prohibited in 
the U.S. Parenteral treatment with trime-
thoprim/sulfadiazine and ceftiofur at high ex-
tra-label doses has demonstrated effectiveness 
in experimental infections involving Salmonel-
la enterica serotypes Dublin and Typhimurium 
Mona et al., (2023). Orally administered apra-
mycin has also shown promise in treating natu-
rally occurring diarrhea, though its low absorp-
tion rate (less than 15%) and high MIC values 
against Salmonella spp. and E. coli (MIC90 >3 
µg/ml) pose some challenges Khawaskar et 
al., (2022). For these reasons, treatment guide-
lines often favor broad-spectrum β-lactams like 
amoxicillin, ampicillin, ceftiofur, and potenti-
ated sulfonamides, such as trime-
thoprim/sulfadiazine. 
 
Treating E. Coli Overgrowth in the Small 
Intestine with Oral Antimicrobials: 
In neonatal calves with mild diarrhea symp-
toms such as a reduced suckling reflex but 

maintaining normal body temperature, hydra-
tion, and heart rate  veterinarians should care-
fully observe the calf’s progress. For treatment, 
oral administration of amoxicillin trihydrate 
(10 mg/kg every 12 hours) or a combination of 
amoxicillin trihydrate with clavulanate potassi-
um (12.5 mg/kg every 12 hours) is advised for 
at least three days. However, the latter is con-
sidered off-label use. Research indicates that 
giving amoxicillin trihydrate orally at 10 mg/
kg every 12 hours for four days can notably 
reduce mortality rates and the duration of diar-
rhea in calves experimentally infected with en-
terotoxigenic E. coli Adzitey et al., (2021). 
When administered with milk, around 30% of 
the dose is absorbed through the small intestine 
Alberto, (2022). High concentrations of the 
drug are found in bile and the intestines, with 
lower concentrations in the blood. Although 
milk does not affect the bioavailability of 
amoxicillin, the absorption rate increases when 
dissolved in an electrolyte solution Solmaz et 
al., (2000). 
The use of fluoroquinolones in food-producing 
animals is prohibited in the U.S. due to con-
cerns about antimicrobial resistance Nguyen et 
al., (2005). Additionally, amoxicillin absorp-
tion decreases in endotoxemic cases, likely due 
to slowed abdominal emptying Groothuis et 
al., (1978).  Amoxicillin trihydrate is preferred 
over ampicillin trihydrate for oral use in 
calves, as it is specifically labeled for treating 
diarrhea in the U.S. and is more effectively ab-
sorbed Palmer et al., (1983). However, field 
studies indicate that oral doses of 400 mg eve-
ry 12 hours of either amoxicillin or ampicillin 
result in similar outcomes Nguyen et al., 
(2005). Adding clavulanate potassium to 
amoxicillin trihydrate is recommended, as 
clavulanate extends amoxicillin’s activity by 
inhibiting β-lactamase enzymes. 
Potentiated sulfonamides are generally not rec-
ommended for calf diarrhea due to a lack of 
data on their effectiveness. Gentamicin is also 
unsuitable for oral use, as diarrhea treatments 
need both local and systemic action, but gen-
tamicin is poorly absorbed. No other oral anti-
microbials currently available in the U.S. are 
likely to be effective for treating neonatal calf 
diarrhea Khawaskar et al., (2022). 
While fluoroquinolones have shown effective-
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ness for treating calf diarrhea, drugs like en-
rofloxacin,  marbofloxacin, and danofloxacin 
approved in Europe for oral and injectable use 
cannot be used off-label in food-producing ani-
mals in the U.S. Huehn et al., (2010). 
Salmonellosis in calves is increasingly seen as 
a systemic infection, not just localized in the 
intestines, making injectable treatments the 
preferred option Huehn et al., (2010).  Moreo-
ver, the routine use of antibiotics in milk re-
placers in the U.S. may contribute to a lower 
rate of D-lactic acidosis in calves with diarrhea 
compared to countries like Germany and Cana-
da, where whole milk feeding is more common 
due to milk quota systems. D-lactic acidosis 
results from bacterial fermentation of milk in 
the gut Adiguzel et al., (2018). Adding antibi-
otics to milk replacer may limit D-lactic acid 
production by promoting the growth of bacte-
ria that do not produce D-lactate. 
 
Parenteral Antimicrobial Use for Colibacil-
losis and Salmonellosis: 
When neonatal calves exhibit diarrhea along-
side moderate to severe systemic symptoms 
such as a reduced suckling reflex while main-
taining normal body temperature, hydration, 
and heart rate the effectiveness of clinical and 
lab tests for diagnosing bacteremia is often 
low, with an estimated 20% to 30% prevalence 
in the field Alberto, (2022). Bacteremia signif-
icantly increases mortality risk, necessitating 
parenteral antimicrobial therapy in about 20%-
30% of calves with diarrhea. 
Ceftiofur is considered the most appropriate 
injectable antibiotic for E. coli bacteremia, giv-
en at a dose of 2.2 mg/kg subcutaneously or 
intramuscularly every 12 hours for at least 
three days Adzitey et al., (2021). For experi-
mentally induced salmonellosis, a higher extra 
label dose of  Ceftiofur (5 mg/kg intramuscu-
larly every 24 hours for five days) is recom-
mended to keep drug concentrations above the 
MIC90 for Salmonella enterica serovar Typhi-
murium Huehn et al., (2010). Since other Sal-
monella strains on farms may have higher 
MIC90 values, it is important to determine spe-
cific MICs before treatment. Off-label ceftiofur 
use for E. coli bacteremia and salmonellosis 
should not be used in calves intended for veal 
production Huehn et al., (2010). 
Potentiated sulfonamides are typically unsuita-

ble for bacteremia due to poor oral absorption. 
While oxytetracycline and chlortetracycline 
may help with E. coli overgrowth in the intes-
tines, they are not recommended for bactere-
mia Khawaskar et al., (2022). Tetracycline 
antibiotics have reduced oral bioavailability 
due to their binding to calcium. To reach effec-
tive serum concentrations for E. coli bactere-
mia (MIC50 = 4 μg/ml), oxytetracycline 
should be given at 20 mg/kg orally every 12 
hours Schifferli et al., (1982). 
In the U.S., gentamicin and other aminoglyco-
sides like amikacin and kanamycin are not rec-
ommended for treating calf diarrhea due to ex-
tended withdrawal times before slaughter (15-
18 months), the risk of nephrotoxicity in dehy-
drated calves, and better alternatives like ceft-
iofur, amoxicillin, and ampicillin. However, 
studies in Europe found gentamicin to be as 
effective as danofloxacin or cefquinome in 
treating calf diarrhea or septicemia Ji Hyoung 
et al., (2020). 
In Europe, fluoroquinolones are approved for 
injectable use in treating E. coli diarrhea and 
salmonellosis in calves. In regions where fluo-
roquinolones are permitted, they should only 
be used when culture and sensitivity results 
confirm their need and effectiveness. Injectable 
fluoroquinolones should be reserved for criti-
cally ill calves, particularly those requiring IV 
fluids. Their off-label use in food animals is 
illegal in the U.S. 
For calves with diarrhea but no signs of sys-
temic illness, such as normal appetite and no 
fever, veterinarians should monitor the calf 
without using injectable antibiotics. A Swedish 
study found that calves with uncomplicated 
diarrhea, without additional infections like 
pneumonia, generally do not benefit from anti-
biotics Ana, (2021). 
 
Supportive Treatments for Calf Diarrhea: 
Administering fluids to diarrheic calves, either 
orally or intravenously, is crucial for rehydra-
tion, replenishing blood volume, correcting 
acidemia, and addressing electrolyte imbalanc-
es and energy deficits. This also helps restore 
the suckling reflex and promotes the healing of 
damaged intestinal tissues. Oral electrolyte so-
lutions are effective for calves with mild to 
moderate dehydration, provided they can still 
suckle. For severely weak calves that cannot 
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suckle or are recumbent, intravenous fluids are 
essential for proper resuscitation Murrary et 
al., (2003). 
Nonsteroidal Anti-inflammatory Drugs:  
Flunixin meglumine is commonly used as an  
anti-inflammatory drug for calves with diar-
rhea. Administering a single dose of flunixin  
meglumine (2.2 mg/kg  intra muscularly) has 
been shown to reduce the number of sick days 
and the need for further antimicrobial treat-
ment, particularly in calves with bloody stools 
Khawaskar et al., (2022). For calves with ex-
perimentally induced enterotoxigenic E. coli 
infection, flunixin meglumine (2.2 mg/kg eve-
ry 8 hours intramuscularly) reduced fecal out-
put, possibly by reducing intestinal secretions 
(Roussel et al., 1988). For severely ill calves 
with suspected endotoxemia, flunixin meglu-
mine (2.2 mg/kg every 12 hours) is recom-
mended, as long as hydration is sufficient to 
avoid kidney damage. It is advised to limit 
flunixin meglumine administration to one dose 
of 2.2 mg/kg and no more than three doses to 
avoid gastrointestinal damage, particularly in 
farms with a history of abdominal ulcers. 
Flunixin meglumine has been observed to im-
prove suckling behavior in treated calves, sup-
porting claims of its positive impact on calf 
well-being Huehn et al., (2010). 
 
Motility Modifiers and Intestinal Protect-
ants: 
Despite their common use, it is generally not 
advised to administer intestinal protectants like 
kaolin-pectin or activated attapulgite, or motili-
ty modifiers such as hyoscine N-butylbromide 
or atropine. Studies have not demonstrated 
their effectiveness. In fact, one study found 
that non-antibiotic treatments including bis-
muth, kaolin-pectin, activated attapulgite, and 
activated charcoal actually prolonged recovery 
and increased the risk of illness and death com-
pared to treatment with oral antibiotics (such as 
neomycin sulfate and tetracycline HCl in milk 
replacer) along with injectable ceftiofur hydro-
chloride (2.2 mg/kg) for 3-5 days Yayesew 
and Temesgen, (2023). 
 
Probiotics: 
Probiotics are administered to calves with diar-
rhea on some dairy farms. A field study 
showed that giving the probiotic E. coli strain 

Nissle 1917 to calves during the first 10-12 
days of life, particularly in cases where passive 
immunity transfer was uncertain, significantly 
reduced the occurrence of diarrhea Kha-
waskar et al., (2022).  However, another study 
found that providing Lactobacillus rhamnosus 
GG to calves already experiencing diarrhea did 
not reduce mortality or the severity of scours 
Yayesew and Temesgen, (2023). In a separate 
study, administering a different Lactobacillus 
strain to neonatal foals intended to prevent di-
arrhea was actually linked to the development 
of diarrhea and other complications that re-
quired veterinary treatment Schroeder et al., 
(2002). 
 
Conclusion and Recommendations 
Calf  diarrhea is one of the most frequent 
health issues in cattle. Any calf displaying 
symptoms of illness or injury should be treated 
immediately, and veterinarians should be con-
sulted without delay. The responsibility for 
selecting appropriate medical treatment usually 
lies with the attending veterinarian, though 
farmers may also share this responsibility de-
pending on local regulations. Antibiotics used 
in livestock must be prescribed by a veterinari-
an following a thorough clinical examination 
and diagnosis. Ideally, lab tests such as culture 
and sensitivity tests should guide antibiotic se-
lection. Veterinarians must weigh the potential 
benefits and risks to the animal, humans, and 
the environment before determining the opti-
mal treatment, including drug choice, dosage, 
and duration. Promoting responsible antibiotic 
use on farms is a critical part of a veterinarian's 
role, even when they are not directly adminis-
tering the drugs. 
Antibiotic use should not rely solely on clinical 
signs or the type of diarrhea. Diagnostic testing 
is essential. For instance, detecting Escherichia 
coli or bacteremia may warrant antibiotic treat-
ment. Rapid tests are available for identifying 
fecal pathogens, and a validated test for bacte-
remia linked to bacteriuria in newborn calves 
exists, though it is not widely used. 
Preventing antibiotic misuse on farms is cru-
cial to reducing the spread of antibiotic-
resistant genes. For injectable antibiotics, 
amoxicillin, ampicillin, and potentiated sulfon-
amides are first-line options. For oral use, 
amoxicillin or amoxicillin/clavulanate potassi-
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um is recommended. Third  and fourth genera-
tion cephalosporins, such as ceftiofur and 
cefquinome, are second-line choices. Fluoro-
quinolones should be reserved as a last-resort 
option for treating E. coli diarrhea and salmo-
nellosis in calves. 
 

References 

Abdelazeem, M. Algammal; Ali, W. El-
Kholy; Emad, M. Riad; Hossam, E. Mo-
hamed; Mahmoud, M. Elhaig; Sulaiman, 
A. Al Yousef; Wael, N. Hozzein and 
Madeha O.I. Ghobashy (2020). Genes En-
coding the Virulence and the Antimicrobial 
Resistance in Enterotoxigenic and Shiga-
toxigenic E. coli Isolated from Diarrheic 
Calves. Toxins 2020, 12(6), 383. 

Addy, P.A.; Antepim, G. and Frimpong, 
E.H. (2004). Prevalence of Pathogenic Esch-
erichia coli and Parasites in infants with diar-
rhoea in Kumasi, Ghana. East Afr Med J.; 81
(7): 353-357. 

Adiguzel, M.C.; Diren Sigirci, B. and Celik, 
B. (2018). Phenotypic and genotypic exami-
nation of antimicrobial resistance in thermo-
philic Campylobacter species isolated from 
poultry in Turkey. J. Vet. Res. 62, 463-468. 

Adzitey, F.; Huda, N. and Shariff, A.H.M. 
(2021). Phenotypic antimicrobial susceptibil-
ity of E. coli from raw meats, ready-to-eat 
meats, and their related samples in one health 
context. Microorganisms 9, 1-11. 

Ahmed, A.M.; Shimamoto, T. and Shimamo-
to, T. (2013). Molecular characterization of 
multidrug-resistant avian pathogenic Esche-
richia coli isolated from septicemic broiler. 
Int. J. Med Microbiol. 303(8): 475-483. 

Alberto, P. (2022). Antimicrobial Susceptibil-
ity of Enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli from 
Diarrhoeic Neonatal Calves in Spain, Ani-
mals 12, 264. 

Algammal, A.; El-Kholy, A.; Riad, E.; Mo-
hamed, H.; Elhaig, M.; Yousef,  S.A. and 
Ghobashy, M. (2020). Genes encoding the 
virulence and the antimicrobial resistance in 

enterotoxigenic and shiga toxigenic E. coli 
isolated from diarrheic calves. Toxins, 12 
(6): 383. 

Algammal, A.M.; Mahmoud, E.E.; Fatma, 
M.Y.; Shefaa, A.S.; Mahmoud, M.E.; 
Gaber, E.B.; Wael, N.H. and Madeha, 
O.I.G (2020). Prevalence, the antibiogram 
and the frequency of virulence genes of the 
most predominant bacterial pathogens in-
criminated in calf pneumonia. AMB Express 
2020, 10, 1–8. 

Aman, I.M.; Al-Hawary, I.; Elewa, S.M.; El-
Kassas, W.M. and ElMagd, M.A. (2021). 
Microbiological evaluation of some Egyptian 
fermented dairy products. Journal of the Hel-
lenic Veterinary Medical Society 2021, 72, 
2875-2882. 

Ana, U. (2021). Virulence genes of Escherich-
ia coli in diarrheic and healthy calves, Re-
vista Argentina de Microbiología 53, 34-38 

Bradford, P.A. (2001). Extended-spectrum b- 
lactamases in the 21st century: Characteri- 
zation, epidemiology, and detection of this 
important resistance threat. Clin. Microbiol. 
Rev. 14, 933–951. 

Campos, L.C.; Franzolin, M.R. and 
Trabulsi, L.R. (2004). Diarrheagenic Esche-
richia colicategories among the traditiona en-
teropathogenic E. coli O sero- groups – A 
review. Mem Inst Oswaldo Cruz 99: 545-
552. 

Cantas, L.; Shah, S.Q.A.; Cavac, L.M.; Ma-
naia, C.M.; Walsh, F. and Sowm, H.  
(2013). Abrif multi-disciplinary review on 
antimicrobial resistance in medicine and its 
linkage to the Global Environmental Micro- 
biota Front Microbial. 4: 96. 

CLSI. (2017). Clinical and Laboratory Stand-
ards Institute. Performance Standards for An-
timicrobial Susceptibility Testing. 27th ed. 
CLSI supplement M100. Wayne, PA: Clini-
cal and Laboratory Standards Institute, 37 (1 
M100) 

Colom, K.; Pèrez, J.; Alonso, R.; Fernández



23 

Animal Health  Research Journal Vol. 9, No. 1, September 2024                                               Hamada et al.                  

-Aranguiz, A.; Lariňo, E. and Cisterna, R. 
(2003). Simple and reliable multiplex PCR 
assay for detection of blaTEM, blaSHV and 
blaOXA-1 genes in Enterobacteriaceae. 
FEMS Microbiology Letters. 223: 147-151. 

De Verdier, K.; Nyman, A.; Greko, C. and 
Bengtsson, B. (2012). Antimicrobial re-
sistance and virulence factors in Escherichia 
coli    from Swedish dairy calves. Acta Veteri-
naria Scandinavica, 54(1): 1-10. 

Fecteau, M.E.; House, J.K. and Kotarski, 
S.F. (2003). Efficacy of ceftiofur for treat-
ment of experimental salmonellosis in neona-
tal calves. Am J Vet Res. 2003; 64:918.  

Garcia, J.P. (1999). A practitioner's view on 
fluid therapy in calves. Vet Clin Food 
Anim. (1999); 15(3): 533–543.  

Gharieb, R.M.; Fawzi, E.M.; Attia, N.E. and 
Bayoumi, Y.H. (2015). Calf diarrhea in 
Sharkia province, Egypt: diagnosis; preva-
lence, virulence profiles and zoonotic poten-
tial of the causative bacterial agents. Interna-
tional Journal of Agriculture Science and 
Veterinary Medicine. 3 (2): 71-87. 

Groothuis, D.G.; van Miert, A.S.J.P.A.M. 
and Ziv, G. (1978). Effects of experi-
mental Escherichia coli endotoxemia on am-
picillin: amoxycillin blood levels after oral 
and parenteral administration in calves. J Vet 
Pharmacol Ther. 1978; 1: 81. 

Gupta, V.; Roy, A.; Gupta, S. and Katare 
M. (2014). Plasmid diversity and transferable 
antimicrobial drug résistance in E.coli  iso-
lates from calf diarrhea. Int. J. of Current Mi-
crobiology and Applied Sci. Vol.3, No. pp: 
474-480. 

 

Herrera-Luna, C.; Klein, D.; Lapan, G.; Re-
villa-Fernandez, S.; Haschek, B.; Som- 
merfeld-Stur, I.; Moestl, K. and Baum-
gartner, W. (2009). Characterization of viru-
lence factors in Escherichia coli                isolated 
from diarrheic and healthy calves in Austria 
shedding various enteropathogenic agents. 

Vet. Med. 2009; 54: 1–11. 

Huehn, S.; La Ragione, R.M.; Anjum, M.; 
Saunders, M.; Woodward, M.J.; Bunge, 
C.; Helmuth, R.; Hauser, E.; Guerra, B. 
and Beutlich, J. (2010). Virulotyping and 
antimicrobial resistance typing of Salmonella 
enterica serovars relevant to human health in 
Europe. Foodborne Pathog. Dis. 7, 523–535. 

Islam, A.; Rahman, M.; Nahar, A.; Khair, 
A. and Alam, M. (2015). Investigation of 
pathogenic Escherichia coli from diarrheic 
calves in selective area of Bangladesh. Bang-
ladesh Journal of Veterinary Medicine, 13(1): 
45-51. 

Ji Hyoung, R.; SuHee, K.; Jinho, P. and 
Kyoung Seong, C. (2020). Characteriza- tion 
of virulence genes in Escherichia coli strains 
isolated from pre-weaned calves in the Re-
public of Korea Acta Veterinaria Scandinavi-
ca 62, 45. 

Khawaskar, D.P.; Sinha, D.K.; Lalrinzuala, 
M.V.; Athira, V.; Kumar, M.; Ch- 
hakchhuak, L.; Mohanapriya, K.; Ab-
hishek, I.S.; Kumar, O.R.V.; Chaudhuri, 
P.; Singh, B.R. and Thomas, P. (2022). 
Pathotyping and antimicrobial susceptibility 
testing of Escherichia coli isolates from neo-
natal calves. Veterinary Research Communi-
cations 46, 353–362. 

Liu, J.H.; Wei, S.Y.; Ma, J.Y.; Zeng, Z.L.; 
Lü, D.H.; Yang, G.X. and Chem, Z.L. 
(2007). Detection and characterisation of 
CTX-M and CMY-2 β- lactamases among 
Escherichia coli isolates from farm animals 
in Guangdong Province of China. Int. J. Anti-
microb. Agents. 29: 576–581. 

Mona El refaey; Rasha Elkenany and 
Gamal Younis (2023). Virulotyping and An-
tibiograms of Pathogenic Escherichia coli 
Isolated from Calves Suffering from Diar-
rhea 0202 Journal of Advanced Veterinary 
Research (2023) Volume 13, Issue 9, 1901-
1906. 

Murrary, R.; Baron, E.; Pfaller, M.; Jorgen-
sen, J. and Yolken, R. (2003).  Manual Clini-



24 

Animal Health  Research Journal Vol. 9, No. 1, September 2024                                                     pp. 16-24 

cal Microbiology (eighth ed.), ASM Press, 
Washington, D.C. 

Nagy, B. and Fekete, P.Z. (2005). Enterotoxi-
genic Escherichia coli in veterinary medi-
cine. Int J Med Microbiol 295, 443 – 454. 

Nguyen, T.V.; Le Van, P.; Le Huy, C.; Gia, 
K.N. and Weintraub, A. (2005). Detection 
and characterization of diarrheagenic Esche-
richia coli from young children in Hanoi, 
Vietnam. J. Clin. Microbiol. 43:755– 760. 

Osman, K.M.; Mustafa, A.M.; El Hariri, M. 
and Abdelhamed, G.S. (2012). The distribu-
tion of Escherichia coli serovars, virulence 
genes, gene association and combinations 
and virulence genes encoding serotypes in 
pathogenic E. coli recovered from diarrhoeic 
calves, sheep and goat. Transbound Emerg. 
Dis. 2012, 60, 69–78. 

Palmer, G.H.; Bywater, R.J. and Stanton, A. 
(1983). Absorption in calves of amoxycillin, 
ampicillin, and oxytetracycline in milk re-
placer, water, or an oral rehydration formula-
tion. Am J Vet Res. 1983;44:68.  

Randall, L.P.; Cooles, S.W.; Osborn, M.K.; 
Piddock, L.J.V. and Woodward, M.J.  
(2004). Antibiotic resistance genes, from hu-
mans and animals in the UK. Journal of Anti-
microbial Chemother- apy. 53, 208–216. 

Roussel, A.J.; Sriranganathan, N. and 
Brown, S.A. (1988). Effect of flunixin me-
glumine on Escherichia coli heat-stable en-
terotoxin-induced diarrhea in calves. Am J 
Vet Res. 1988; 49:1431. 

Sayed, A.S.; Ali, A.A.; Mottelib, A.A. and 
Abd-El Rahman, A.A. (2002). Bronchpnue-
monia in buffalo-calves in Assuit governorate
-IStudies on bacterial causes, clinical, haema-
tological and biochemical changes associated 
with the disease. Assuit Vet. Med. J. 46 (92): 
138-155. 

Schifferli, D.; Galeazzi, R.L. and Nicolet, J. 
(1982). Pharmacokinetics of oxytetracycline 
and therapeutic implications in veal calves. J 
Vet Pharmacol Ther. 1982; 5:247. 

Schroeder, C.M.; Zhao, C.; DebRoy, C.; 
Torcolini, J.; Zhao, S. and White, D.G. 
(2002). Antimicrobial resistance of Esche-
richia coli O157 isolated from humans, cat-
tle, swine, and food. Appl Environ Microbi-
ol. 68 (2):576–581. 

Shahrani, M.; Dehkordi, F. and Momtaz, H. 
(2014). Characterization of             Escherichia coli 
virulence genes, pathotypes and antibiotic 
resistance properties in diarrheic calves in 
Iran. Biological Research, 47(1): 1-13. 

Solmaz, H.; Akassakai, A. and Kaya, A. 
(2000). Some characteristics and antibiotic 
sensitivity of Escherichia coli isolated from 
neonatal calves. Dergisi Y.Y.U. Veteriner 
Fakuliesi Van Turkey. 10 (1/2): 47- 50. 

Yadegari, Z.; Brujeni, G.; Ghorbanpour, 
R.; Moosakhani, F. and Lotfollahzadeh, S. 
(2019). Molecular characterization of entero-
toxigenic Escherichia coli isolated from neo-
natal calves diarrhea. In Veterinary Research 
Forum 10 (1): 73. Faculty of Veterinary Med-
icine, Urmia University, Urmia, Iran 

Yayesew, Wale and Temesgen, Kassa (2023). 
Antimicrobial susceptibility pattern of Esch-
erichia coli isolated from dairy calves with 
diarrhoea in Akaki Kality, Addis Ababa, 
Ethiopia, Journal of Applied Animal Re-
search, 51:1, 470-476 

file:///C:/Users/rania/Downloads/Review%20of%20article.docx#_bookmark11

