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Widely Used Benzalkonium Chloride Disinfectants Can Promote Antibiotic
Resistance
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Figure 7.2 Resistance (3] among E. coff Trom animals, Denmark CAMMAP 2017
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Quantitative assessment of antimicrobial resistance in livestock
during the course of a nationwide antimicrobial use reduction
in the Netherlands
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Antimicrobial use and resistant E. coli in livestock production
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Figure 7.3 Proportion of fully susceptible Escherichia coli
isolates from broilers, cattle and pigs, Denmark  DANMAP 2017

Figure Eco02 Resistance (%) to 0-9 antimicrobial classes among E. coli strains from broilers, slaughter pigs, veal calves
100 7 and dairy cattle in the Netherlands from 1998-2016.
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Occumence of highly

pathogenic avian influenza
® Pets

® H5M1 domestic [ HS domestic

M HANT wild A HS wild

o

» The FAQ Approach

FAQ's Responsea to
Avian Flu

This map represents occurences of HPAI observed from 1 Januory to 13 June 2006, The ofginal
data have besn collected ond oggregated of the most detaled odministrative level and for
the units available for eoch country. Mote: The FAQ compiles information from numerouws
sources (FAD, OIE, Official governmentd sources, EC. Reference loboratones and others) and

cannat guarantes the vemcity of all the information given. The map will be updated os soon
o addtiond information becomes avallable

iﬁ:lngNZ A Animal Production and Health Division

search

Avian InFLuenza: A GLoeaL AnimaL HEaLte Crisis wiTth ProfFounp
CHALLENGES TO SCIENCE AND SOCIETY

Samuel O Jutri, Director, Animal Production and Health Division
Josaph Damenech, Head, Animal Health service and Chief Veterinary Officer
FAD, Rome, Italy
August 2006



“Awvian influenza threatens the entire world. It knows no borders. [t is our collective responsibility to ensure that

all countnes — rich and poor — are profected and prepared. The United Nations family will do all it can fo heip
ensure that this happens.”

- Kofi Annan, former UN Secretary-General
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MONITORING GLOBAL
PROGRESS ON ADDRESSING
ANTIMICROBIAL RESISTANCE

Analysis report of the second round of results
of AMR country self-assessment survey
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= Standardized Preparation for Fecal
Microbiota Transplantation in Pigs
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Turning pig manure into biochar can effectively
mitigate antibiotic resistance genes as organic
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High removal efficiency of antibiotic resistance genes
in swine wastewater via nanofiltration and reverse
0SMOsis processes
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