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(v) EEMY X757 (FERimi U 2 7 2Hl$61]) ©

[ZA4 bA): BRADS e r T Z—{EGI BT 2RO EH L N7 T A
DT —RF = —2 DRI DAT—VIZET B0 AHEOFED
A

(State of Knowledge Relating to the Contamination of Broilers
with Campylobacter and Assessment of the Impact of
Interventions at Different Stages of the Food Chain in
France )

[EMFE] . 7 7 v AR MRS @A 4L 2T (ANSES: Agence nationale
de s écurité sanitaire de 'alimentation, de ’environnement et
du travail),

[H#] : Collective Expert Appraisal Report; Anses: Fougéres, France,

2018:1-81

(%]

EFSA(2011 fF)DFAMIC LD &, BRMD T B r /Ny 2 —IWED 50~80%
I, R E L COBADREGE L TWD E S, ANSES 137 7 v A3 - Bk
INTLZE - MEA R MLKA (Direction generale de I'alimentation: DGAL) 75
ANDT) ey 2 —FEGED ) A 7 F 4l K & AR 31T 2 TREZR
PRHE ORI T 2l 2K S 72, DGAL OFERIIE. WK O R R
BT DA B NI 2= ZONWTOHAOFEHFL O vy 2 —hGYk
WK 5 U A7 EBO - DR OI R Th o7, ANSES IC LV BEFICL D
V—=F T N—TRRE S, 2017 4 3 H~2018 4£ 6 £ TIC 13 MG D
MENT bz,

2011 420 EFSA OB RELRFICAR SNI-RFNM A IUE L, F X ApEE
BEHORFOE TV 7 E2E_ L, 77 2 AZBT HANREORFEBREIC
B 238 (MEHFHAE) LLTIE, 77 2AERAEEEEEMNE (Ktude
Individuelle Nationale des Consommations Alimentaries : INCA)IZ X %A
F—=R2ERMMA LT, £72. 7V RAERND D B r g B —RYYE D BEE DN
— 2T UEWH LT, 7— R F = — ORKBEFEICEBIT 23R AHE %
FEAE L 7=, REEE TV OR%EFCIL, AT X TR SNBSS 26 23T D
E#EET /L (CARMA £7 V) 2, (RFEMIBLRE T T 7 v A DIHEEERS

1 CARMA (Campylobacter Risk Management and Assessment) &%, 47 v Z[EHA
RAGAEBREENISCET (RIVM) 347 > X IZB T AHRHABOBRER RO v ans X
—EEWGE A BT A5 72007 a7 N O,
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DERET NV ZMAPAN T, EREY 27 5l 2 Fht L7z,

(UREHEETIL)
B & R (T v B) RO ERICDOHE 513 CARMA £ 7 /L% vy,
BT ICTRBRTORE &, HEEIZE D TRHEOEY 2 — I BINE N,

1 - No model Farm

* scakimg

‘ Processing i BV iRsETaln
L §

breasi cap

Cytiing = deuble filer

filet

Consmmer
preparation

2 = CARMA model

3 - New modules added to CARMA
miodel

4 - New modules added to CARMA
madel {Poisson af al. 2015)

L

Ingesiion ¢
ey pesspaoriss

5 — CARMA model

152

R34, 252ADF@METIL

KIEHER SNDHBAD T0%187 T ZFET 9T%NT7 7 o ATG TR SN TND Z b,
7T UADETIVINE 2 BT,
KR : CARMA €5 /v
FERHED BT ICHRBERTORE & HEEZ XK D2 T OE Y 2 — /L0380
(ANSES (2018) 72»551MH,)

(#5R]
1. PHSNOGMRZERT D-ODNAL (RERUERLIES)

132



O© 0 1 O 1 &~ w

—_
N = O

13
14

15
16
17
18
19
20

202268308

58T EMEY - VM IWRAEMGREREH

' 2

=] N J N 7> 3.
®19. EBRUBRBULEBIZETOIFTIA. TOBE. T AFE
Table 6: Examples of potential interventions to achieve expected effect
E,::g:;r the Scenaric | Parameter Effect of intervention Potential intervention
Indoor flock only :
A1 Breval =10% (70-10 = 60% +  Fly screen or
s revalEnce prevalence interflocks) +  Stop thinning or
# Slaughter age
. -30% (T0-30 = 40% Indoor flock only :
P:Lrgjzﬂun Al Prevalsnce pravalence interflocks) +  Fly screen
P AZ Concentration | - 0.5 lag + accination or
Al Concentration | - 1log « Phage application of
- + chemical and biclogical
Ad Concentration | - 1,5 log substances addad to fead
AL Concentration | - 2,5 log or drinking water
QOptimizing the main parameters
- {temperature, duration, air velocity)
Slaughter B4 Chilling -1log but very dependent of the initial
Campyiobacter contamination

(ANSES (2018) 7 58(/H,)

2. BB TONAIZEKESE ) RVEBSHE

LRI C, BRI OVE YR % T0% 5 60%., 45%IC FiF5Z & T, URY
ITZENEI 14%, 43%IEK T2 Z L HEE ST, BIBEFRORE % 0.5,1,1.5
LN 25log K TFT 52 mTENE, UARZIZENZEN, 46, 71, 85, 93 %
T 5 Z & DHEE ST, FBRERIOTEYE A T0%0° D 60%I2 T, £
R ORE% 0.51log T HHAUEX, U AZIE5E3% F0vd EHEE ST,

&20. EBETONAIZED)RVIERBRMNE

Table 7: Effect of interventions at the farm

Phase Scenario Variable Reduction Nr cases Risk reduction (%)

Baselina 272030

Ala Pravalence intefflocks [From 70 to 607% 233 040 14

Alb Prevalence interflocks. |From 70 to 40% 155 960 43

A2 Concantration (.5 decimal reduction 148 560 46
Primary Ad Conceniration 1 decimal reducton {7 800 i1
production  |Ad Conceniration 1.5 decimal reductions 41 760 &5

AS Concantration 2 5 decimal reductions 18 T80 a3

Prevalence interflocks |From 70 to 60%
e concantration 05DR 126570 53

KELTONANZLD Y AT EBEDRZ/H < & F U FEC T, U 27 OEREZ R LT

Do

(ANSES (2018) 75 3[H.)

3. BERUEGZRVHEBERETONAIZES ) RV ERME

B B

HET . PP TR TORNEM ORI Z 10%(Ki, PR H R OGN EY)
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DI ZE 10%EH, oD F U ABEMTIE, VAZIE3Nn64% LT
DHRNWZ ERHEE SN, ZO—F, HBEITHET llog WA FF 5 Z &0
TEAUL, UAZIX T6% F3D 2 ENHEE ST, B TR TOBNED O
i a 10%K38. P HRFORBNEY OlRivE 10%K > mE T2 T
& 1log FIFHNAUR, U AT IX T8%IKI S LD EHEE ST,

TH B 3 Bt

T RTCOHEEE DS B2 BT 22 LT, 8%D U A 7K., F
DY L PR B OWE AR DLE DL Z L T, 87T%D U A7 KN HEE S
7=,

F& 21 (Table 8) BERMEERETOMNAIZLS ) RV IEBMER
& 22 (Table 9) HEBRBETOMNAIZEL D) RV EBHR

Table 8: Effect of the interventions at the slaughter stage

Phass Scenaric Operation Reduction Mrcases Risk reduction [%]
Baseline 272 530
B1 Scalding 1 decimal reduction 264 560 3
B2 Plucking/defeathenng |Probabiity of leakage reduced by 109 261 470/ 4
B3 Evisceration Probabiity of leakage reduced by 10°% 264 520 3
Shaughter  [B4 Chilling 1 decimal reduction 66 570 76
Plucking / defeathering | Probahility of leakage reduced by 10
BS Evisceration Probability of leakage reduced by 10%] 60 030 8
Chilling 1 decimal reduction

At this, stage, only the intervention at chilling results in a risk reduction of 76%. The other interventions
tested show a risk reduction lawer than 5%,

7.53.3 Interventions at the consumer stage
Table 9: Effect of interventions at the consumer stage

‘Phaze Scenario Operation Compliance MNr cases Risk reduction (%)
Baseline 272 930
Cia Hand wershing 100% 270 260 1

Consurmer  [C1b Chesning ol ulsnsils 100%: 40 080 B
C2 Cla+ Cib 35 G ar

Tha mrsseilan af ssass sssbamlnatlan thensh s slaanlns af fhe shamalls balfs haasd bard alaba) asesses

(ANSES (2018) 7 58(/H.)

["f‘nnFFH

75 ADORMBRBIZEENDS D RN Z—DRBITOWNTIE, 2008
FEDI—a v /XOR—AT A4 VPHELCRIZEAEHF LWT —F BRAERKR I LT
inole, LL, 7— RF = —r OKBEFETORRA 70T ADS 2010 L0k,
RCHITEN TV, ZivE T, AMEAEESY CBRA SN D OIS +5 7 HtE
DD VIROTH D Z EDRFEH SN H—D AFER RV, B ERITRERA
LRSS COREENIFIICBIT 5 20O DOFEHDO DD EFRBRA R E L TEY
AE &M A E RIS 2 Z S ILTE R T,
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ZOEETER LY CARMA BEETF VT, BHITY 2 — L ¢ HEE 7 = —
Rz THEO, W OO U AOMEEHEE T,
BT BEORBICE D & BT ATEREYOEKAE T AN AN K

O 0 N O G = W N =

e e e
O B W N = O

LR THDL Z AR LT, LIeD-> T, e& L U7 F 0 H
FFTREIZ 220U AR A Z IR T 2 DIZIEF IR TH L /RN H 5,
BIZIE, U7 F AL 28R ET O e n s Z—wE 1.5 1og
DU Z T UX, U A7 & 85% A3 % LHiE i,

- BT, BHET. BT OEIENRMORRILE 10%HITE. Pl

FHERFOEILE RN ORI E 10%HIE TiE. 3V 22713 3% XiE 4%
DO ULVES R, Zauast U, SEITERNSIER IR T, 1log DHF
BAR T C. fBxt) 27 & 716 %W 5 Z LR HEE S NT-,

CVHEE T = — AT, FEROVOLTIIMAESY A 71T 1% L FR S 208,

TRCOBEEEDHHRS A2 WEYICRE T 52 12k, VAT % 85%IK
BTE b EHEIN,
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(vi) EEAY R 7 7L FEE©

[Z 4 F]: R TONALZTET 272D ORAFHED T Ny F—
DERIAED Y 2 7 FHiE T v
(A quantitative microbial risk assessment model of
Campylobacter in broiler chickens: Evaluating processing
interventions.)

[%35] : Dogan OB, Clarke J, Mattos F, Wang B (University of Nebraska-

Lincoln, U.S.A.)
[HE8] : Food Control 2019; 100: 97-110

(#Z]

Fena Ny Z—CBET A NREAE Y A7 AT S 7201, ERmN. RE
WIS EENRIED Y X 73T 7 AR S Wiz, 7 VITRAED
BEENORAEE TOXREOMBL AT L2 W= LELOTHY, ZOHFFED
HENIHRWOWE & ZICBEET DHEHE DR ZRET D720, BEILHEY,
BT DM ABEOFENM LIS Z & Thote, R=AT A VBT LT, —
W2 PESEBATICEE D X, BTV OBR ERGED T2 D DO F/MEOIT AL L - T
R I iz,

TTIVORBBEERANRTA—LZEREL, 7— FF == o EHEE
IREBRA L NERFET DI, BESTR IS, WHBO Er
72 —IERBIONEEE DD Ry Z—KPFED ) A 7 AR 5120,
RIS H AT RE 2R A E OB ZINEIZ DWW T, v U A& ATt
B U7z, B2 ) A7 HEEMEIX, £ 10 T ASH TV O vusny X —@gk
JEDRER] & L THRRI I, MAREOFIMEIL, X—RF A Ll L, St A
BENEESNTZHAEOD e a Ry X — 8 YE Y 27 OARIIELE L TES
iz, BTV TIL, XR—RXT7 A & LT, 4l 100,000 A47= 0 274 (95%CI :
0 —561) DIEFIDOIAENHEE STz, HEHEORMEZEIZET 1817 & B
HIGTOEEIT, AABOEEZFRNE T2 vany X —~DiE< B
ST ODOMBL LR BBEERERDO 1 > Thotz, VT U ASHOMERET
L ALSALERBL A (B E 7213 EE) AU 27 HEEEE2 KigICHcE 5 2 &
WA STz, ZOET VI, BIIEOR B OEIT £ 72 TR A E O Fi
IZE BV RTDOENIZONT, VAIR—RADOERREEITO VA7 EH
FDRDDT L— LU —7 i35 2 LRI S,

[(ET /L7780 —F]
RHABOESENSEEE TOY T IA4 Fo— BT Ea Xy 2 —on
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BATRET LSz, 7 WIE DES R OV BB~ Dk, 1) & S

GBS . (W EMAED 4 HSOFY 2 — VIS T TER Sz, BROD
eIV EIREN a2 —IHERSET VEMAGDS, AN
10 H NS 720 OFERBEREBDHEE SN, SR ET VI TFROEEBY
Thsd, WaAOHT, Erb, QRGROESUEG~OE, (1)&SULEE,
GDEERE . G AE) TRLE 4 ODFEVa—LE, —HTOEY 2
— )V (HEMKIGET V) 20T THER LT T VIS, 10 T AN 0%
TEZ R TR LT,

k. ARWFE TR, FEBUICIT, BAITEEZIC A b U< Tasl) #17
ENDZ LR DD, FOEBEOFTNIZOWNT S, /N UIHEE (FEE)
TORFOmENTKS LIZRIE LT, ENFIUSKIS LT RT A —F %
RIE LT,
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(#52£]

OR—ZXSALVETIL

BELFICBIT DI TE Y 2 — /L TIRHARH Z LBE R IE, BE . AR L
DOPLFL, SN2 L ONIESGH . PTG, KOs L oAKm ) bRk LTz,
ZOEMETONA 10 ALY OER T a8 g B —RYWEBRE T 274 (95%
CI: 0 - 561) L HEE ST,

B CUEER OINT OB LN HmEE TIZEE O 4-log WY (BXZ
6 to 2 logio CFU/carcass ) &, #HEMRE FIZIEINNT 1-log OIFYARBHEE S
i, FREOMEMPIGLRREOZETHEEI N, BRELUHEY 2 — L TEB L%
45% D 26% IZ T35 EHEE ST,

Prevalence and Concentration Changes

I
8
=
L
(L .
F - — -
= -
o =
0 -
H e e mEmemEEEER . L a==TT" -
-—— -
-
------
0o
Farm Iraresport Exteriar Scakding Frcking Evscemban ‘Washing Cralling Sinrmgs kg
Processing Step
an
-_-____,_———_- -,
.
e . - =
£ 40 i ma = g =
2 S
= -,
[T -
4 ~.
= L
L] 4
g OO
10 T T T
Faim Trafsguit Extesdian Scalfing Piackirsg LRI ()] hing ki i I k
Processing Step
Units; === Premkeno Conceniraton | log,y CFUg feces) -=.=  Concentrabon | log, CFUcacass)

K36 (Figure 3) . AAREDOHBFI—rFBELTOAEQANI Z—DF
SGRDNEIME, 7L — U TN 5 X=X A & 95 R—k XA NDA L H—r )%
e

BB ERER . T E4k (logio CFU/unit)
ROt - R (OS—® o b)) M B (Khw) 20REL (G) IR DR,
TR - % (logio CFU/unit) . ##h : 235 (i) 2 OREE (G 128 2888,
TROF5(Cooking) 372V DX, fEAVINS <, KUZRE RN 20,

(Doganetal. (2019) 72>55(M,)
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QRRE DT

X3 7%

IMBGHEEDOWE N kb U A7 % T AR T, T XTOHEEINDLAHABEN
B ENTIMNEL S AU TV ILUIE(Teook>89.7°C), 1 D A 10 T ANY 7= 0 D EFEEK
1% 0.12 M2 E T L, W23 _RCTORABNIER A+ (Teook<45.2°C) D
&, THEMOAND 10 T ANYT720 OBFEHIT 8437 NTE THMNT 5 LHEE S
776

B HAVBR AT K e E ¥ 2 — )V DR E ST CHEE /2N T A — [Tk D
Y DZEL(ORtrans), IR\ THEEH OIREE(CID), BATHE (rwlp), FHEMH DHY
F(Pflock) M Ok o fE D2 (LCtrans) Tdh - 72, DE Y 2 —/L & il
LT, B L OEIET Y 2 — VIR U A7 1B D 70, B ISR~
DOEEITVE YR E EVERBOM ST % LR X570, Wk THoORHEOE#
(broiler welfare) D FTEIZEETT RETHHEEZ BN,

Tornado Chart for Inputs Ranked by Effect on Output Mean
012

Teook=

LCeuis= 12.88 1540.91
LCscara= 1.60 1453 47
L Cpick= 0.88 1306.81
Tdose = 0.00 1214 58
ORscaia= 39.64 913.46
Plreeze™ 800 I 544 78
ORrerg= 5572 I 631 75
LCepin= 30.64 543 26
ORchin= 15899 660.05
ORyasn= 169.47 64591
o ORpic- 159.24 53248
D ORtans= 166.70 52223
& Cn 62.89 [l 380.47
= teook= 218.65 Il 501.73 . ) i
= éD;é"""'"- 21492 W 425 42 Input increasing
= cvis ™ 268.12 W 430.16 . F
a Fufp= 274 12 417 30 Input decreasing
£ ] 27377l 416.91
Priock= 171.00 | 279.52
frefrg - 217.15§ 308.28
LCyasn= 236.33 318.96
frefrg 239.70 1 303.74
lrreeze = 273 16} 305 42
ORfreeze - 26550 {283 .38
L Ctrans= 2706327917
Vrip= 274 16,274 27
Vaitute = 274191274.25
Floose = 27421127423
Baseline = 274.22
T 1 L] L] 1 1 1 L] 1
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000

Number of cases per 100,000 person—years

37 :HREERICENT, #EAREVERZHLNIZT S
PLAR—FFy— FZ2AVREITOKER

fedh ; U A7 ZET S LR T, Bl 0 10 5NN 720 OFFPIEE AN

fE DR (E72bH D)

* Teook : Cooking temperature, (Ecosure, 2008)

* LCevis : Concentration change during evisceration

* LCscala : Concentration change during scalding

* LGCyick : Concentration change during picking

* ORrefrg : Prevalence change during refrigerated storage

» ORtrans Change in prevalence due to transport
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+ Cf1 Concentration in feces

* teook : Cooking time

* ORevis : Prevalence change during evisceration

- rwip Transmission rate

- Pflock Between-flock prevalence

* tireeze : Frozen storage time (retail + consumer)

* ORfreeze : Prevalence change during frozen storage
+ LCtrans Change in concentration due to transport

* Vailute : Volume of fluid assumed to dilute loosely

(Doganetal. (2019) 72>55(/,)

@I F 1) A fEMT
- H—O AREICET L U A
BiPrh D 7 a7 1 (ReEfEE) 226 OFMOIRFIRLG IR E S, BiP%-CTF
Z7—B AT OFKEA] (cetylpyridinium chloride (CPC), acidified sodium
chlorite(ASC), trisodium phosphate (TSP) } ' peroxy acetic acid (PAA))
OFER (BT XITRE) 1T, @V U A ZIKBE RIS 5 L HEFF ST,
BRLE2—KOAZTF U v A(SR-MANZE T, 20 DRlA DTV A4y
Hr % i L7z,
LIFDF 2 31220 D> F U A &5R7,
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Table 7
Analysis of single intervention scenarios,
Ecenario Mean Risk 95% CI Intervention
Eatimate Efficacy (%)
Baseline 742170 0" 5616843
L, Soft scalding S02.9806 1185666 BE7 3946 Mot effective”
2 Scalding with 34.1030 i TH.BRED B7.56
additives
3. Picking with 10413 0 3.0667 2062
cloacal plugging
4, Air chilling 6359007 135.8658 11359360 Not effective”
5. Immersion 144.4037 0F 3267208 47.34
chilling with
chlarine
&, Spray wash 2RB.3403 [ 5BR2175 Mot effective®
7. MAP subgroup - 1717150 0° 4712256 37.38
Air
8. MAP subgroup — 7241413 167.3816 12809010 Not effiective”
COa0a N
9, MAP subgroup - 167.6932 0° 4586016 38.85
100 Oy
10, MAP subgmoup - L7194 0° 4.68781 o037
100 COy
11. MAP subgmoup - 1856 5260 1002.0800 2710.9710 Not effective”
Vacuum
12. Processing aids - Spray — CPC
Pos-evisceration 0.0010 0" 00021 100.00"
Pos-chilling 0.0005 0 0.0012 100,00
13. Processing aids — Spray — ASC
Post-evisceration 0.1382 Q- 0.3068 9095
Pos-chilling 100244 i 23.8147 95,34
14. Processing aids - Spray — TSP
Post-evisceration 310066 o a0. 1887 BR.6D
Poa-chilling 21.7926 0F 2605013 66.53
15. Processing aids - Spray — PAA
Post-evisceration 07757 0" 21455 0072
Post-chilling 0.7361 0 21049 0073
16. Processing aids - Immersion — ASC
Pos-picking 0.0009 0 0.0020 100,00
Post-evisceraton 0.0017 0.0000 0.0034 100,00
Pos-chilling 0.0869 0" 0.2548 o007
17. Processing aids - Immersion — TSP
Pos-picking 1.3844 0° 3.4133 0050
Post-evisceration 199036 1.0968 38.7103 9274
Poa-chilling 241.3876 0F 521.0552 11.97
18. Processing aids - Immersion — PAA
Post-picking 01707 0" 0.4882 00,04
Post-evisceration 344327 [ 1018219 B7.44
Pos-chilling 0.7361 [ 21049 29973
19, Rapid Cooling —  155.15844 0 4335357 43,41
My immerdon
20. Rapid Coaoling — Spray
Pre-chilling 216.2317 0F 5316919 2115
Post-chilling 1746423 0" 4766162 3631

3% [Not effectivea] DFRITY A ZHEIMTHHENRD SR\ E D ZRd, Bl

AT TOW AT, BfEZ D TR E R LTV 5,
@Risk V7 b =7 OFFEIZE DEHEXE O FIRN~A F Ao 72858101 T0e) £ LT
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cFHEHONAREICET LT A
%< DINFEIII AL DEIE CPC 27 L—, PAA 27 L —, ASC &7~

X PAA BiEIC

J: D T%E&:éﬂf:o

(Dogan et al .

58T EMEY - VM IWRAEMGREREH
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(2019) 7»551H,)

Soft scalding + air chilling 721F TIFZWEMTIEAR <, U A ZIFHEMT 5,

‘Table 8

Analysis of sulriple intervention someeion

&24. 22DMEEONAREICET L) AR

Imarvmtion Efficscy (%)

Somaris bean Rixk Evtimale 055 1
1. Soh seabling » {PCspray O.O00S i (0 B B, o
1. Softscalding + ASC spoy anme 0 1 4807 FATH
3. Soft scalding & TSP sy . T 0 H0E01E E4.70
4. Soft sealding » PAA spewy IBaES o B.IE05 SEDE
%, Sofft scalidemg & ASC immersion aMiE 0 i Esi o,
. Soft scalding & TSP immemion 0. R L] 155 6063 E4.A0
7. Golscalding + PAA immrsion Lt ] o LIAE F0E
8. Alr ghilling + CPC spray D000z o L0006 B,
@, &ir chilling + ASC spray 42687 i 105524 SE4s
1. Air chilling + TSP spray 1565075 o 455 IRQT 4181
V1. Mir chilling + P&& spray .59 L 1168438 E558
11 far chilling & ASC immers in ooly 0 (LR i,
13, A chilling + TSP ismesdon 4 9200 128 047 BOLEITI N effenive®
I4. far chilling + PAS Imimersion QL550E L LZ9%63 3.80
15 Soft scalding & Air chilisg TITALSG 2360543 L7750 Mok wifective®
16. Soft seabfing + Alr chilling + CPC spmy D.000E o o006 B0,
17. 5oft sesdding + Alr chilling + ASC spray 161522 L M0 S4.10
18. Soft sealding + Alr chiling + TSP spray 1605526 o FE .06
19. Soft seadding = Alr chilling + PAA cprey 107 2004 o 3154751 S001
2. 50ft seplding + Alr chiling + ASC immersion 01714 0 05062 Fa.94
11, 5ot geadding & Air chilssg & TSP immenicn IR1L4E10 o EITIaT EXAD
FAA Immersion 18,4080 i 415100

12 Soft seedling + Alr hilfag +

HAXAE IS

2530

la) ZfHF CWATEATIL. BEEZ DR EZRL T35, [Not effectiveb] @D

FRIZ Y 27 BN CHENBD SN NS DA T, @Risk V7 Ny = 7 OEEIC L A1E
X O TEN~YA FT A 5T-5481F T0e) L LTHEILL,

(Dogan et al .

(2019) 5 51H,)

22 DMAHEDLED LTV ASH T a2EM L, T b DR RER LIz, [FEXH
DFRB~A T AR oT25E81E T0) & LTHELEL,
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(vii) EEH Y R 7 FHHEHF D

[Z A4 Fv]  ADHRAOTARNFIZI T 527G GUEE LT ADh o en
NG B—EYE « A — A N T U TIZEBT DI AD T U AT
EHA RTH700ERENY R 7 5o
(Human campylobacteriosis related to cross-contamination
during handling of raw chicken meat: Application of
quantitative risk assessment to guide intervention scenarios
analysis in the Australian context)

[Z53] : Habib I, Coles J, Fallows M, Goodchild S

[ #] : International Journal of Food Microbiology 2020; 332(2):108775

(#Z]

ZOWFEIE. ADOBROBMY BNCBIT LI ey Z—IZBT 50 27
PTG & BRI 2 SR T DT O D E BN N— AT A T —F AT HHBY
TiThbhi,

ADOHBRELT (n=315) 1%, FHA—AFZ7 VU7 (WA) OKREH/ S—RIZH D
INGEAR—/R—=v—y b D 1AM (2016 4E00 5 2017 ) IZHEA S L7z, W
e RN X BB TARTOY TV TEBRRIEIC L - THRIE S,
YT ND 58.7% (185/315) Tld, ARUERYRITIEIZAE » T HERIRIE L ALA
BOETHEEE LI L TRAENMTONT,

EHRHEEFRT L. 70 23.8% (75/315) b h e a s X
—EI SN, HERE (~1g) 2FEALESGSE. Y7o 53.7%

(100/186) A vu "y Z—GlE o7, hoea s 2 —0E#RiT, BA
5y LARD 76.2%73<1 logio = v =— B HAL (CFU) /g THHR S, o
D 18.7%713>2 logioCFU/ g THHRINTWH Z L BN oT7z, Bk L
72 315 DFRAY T NDE T e n R X2 —FEE 1.82 logio CFU / g (+4E
7= (SD) 2.26logio CFU/g) Th o7z, KEDTFTH RO OEHE
WiElc L s Eany Z—pEEOFREMEIT, REFHWRBEELY F
BlzE»oTz (4 v X[OR] 4.4; p <0.0001), B v a7 X —DikEiiF
PIAICBEE L T2 (1.94 logio CFU / g [£SD2.26log1o CFU / gl), HLALERE &
FEAUMTHE% & O OMEAAERIZESNT, ZreEmr A7 2 —HIZn 20
DEBREEBDN B o7, CY%HMA HIKIX, Habib 50 2019 HEOF T T,
Habib I, Coles J, Fallows M, Goodchild S: A baseline quantitative survey of
Campylobacter spp. on retail chichken portions and carcasses in metropolitan
Perth, western Australia. Foodborne Pathogens and Disease 2019; 16(3): 180-
186)
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ZDEFTIVTIIRZENGYIZ LD 0 v B a Ny 2 —YLiE DFIE 2 FE LTV
%o X3 8DXHIT WA TOIFEYINT-EHBRNA X IRGIH TY 7 X AZ TG
SILTWATRZAE Lz, BARBIZIEZ, BABRO T e r Ry & —3 Uil
T XIS F 2 ) ~AREFRINDV— N TOHGREREFHREIZHN -,
BOEHZIX VEQURN -GG 7 X MR | )b T v B N T 2 — R GYE % F8E
THIVRZ EHE LT,

O© 00 1 O U1 = W DN =

Fig. 1. The conceptual framework of the QMEA model of Campilobaceer spp. related to cross-
contamunation durng handling of fresh chicken meat
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Dose-response relations hip:

- The probability of illness per Campylebacter dose in a salad [P &)

- The probability of illness per a contaminated serving of salad cross-
contaminated after handling of fresh chicken meat (P iprsiser = P o P )

Relatve risk reductions: (1 — intersenton modelbase model)
Effect of intervention-based hypothetical fargets on P wdskses after
impl=mentation of the control measure and before (baseline model)
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(Habib et al.  (2020) 2>65]H,)

FREFRPIZIBNT, AOHBRANORZEFRINTHRY I X ZBETH 2 &
WZEk D rvn "y 2 —OYYRIEMHRE TR 5720, E& U X7 5/

(QMRA) % ki L 7=,

FHIET VIZIE, A=A T U T EE CTHRIETHE S D R & (R KON 4y
WHRO T o Ea Ny X —gEmT —% (2016-17 H(2, /X—ATHTNO/NEIEN G
WA L7z 815 Mtk (J5Y«ERI1X 53.7%)) A L7c, FEEMBDO T A=K L L
T AEDOHBRNOY FZ X ~OREFYR T XD er/ g Z—DiFY L~
IV & BT T VIS AIA AT,
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(Habib et al.  (2020) 7225 5(1H,)
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FTRISNTEHTH 1 Y70 O er "y & —HEYsSEREEE L 2.76 logio
CFU/Y—vt > 7 (SD=1.50 logi). W7 ¥ OWHEGEIE1T 22.4% ThH 5 & HE
EINT,

Fig. 3. Cumulative ascending distribution for the log probabihity of illness predicted for Campylobacrer
consumed in a serving of cross-contamunated salad after handling of fresh chicken meat
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40. REFBRICKDHDEQNY 3 —RBREEDRBERERE
AR - FERERER (%) . Bl MBOROFIERMER (H T I EMERNE < 72D 0 THRIE)
(Habib et al.  (2020) 2>55]H,)

AFEFEA OB L DY T X DORFEF L > T, PTRSALYIX 1 &

W= D FRIEMESRIT 1014 ~103 ORNTHAA L, L 7.0x104 (90%(5 fH X [H
+4.7x103) EHEE 72, FIEMER 50%1% 104 L HEE S v7-,
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Fig. & Ralative n:k reduction in the probability of illness (campylobactencss) per 3 serving of cross-
contymurated salad after handling of fresh chicken meat The different scenano: reflect the effect of
intervention-based kypothetical targets on P 0. after inplementanon of the control measare and
before (baselime model)
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e
E
5
= N
£
_;,_‘ 15
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=
= W
.
&
[
5
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RP 1y RP20%%; RALDS; RAILD; RS05 85D, RSLk SD. 1| Hygiene 5%
104 pILTY It Mean log, Meanlog. 1 0% logunit log umit
prevalence  prevalence  prévabence 005 log unit  log msit luwer lower
reduction  reduction  reduction lower hower
Scenario/hyvpothetical target

41, TARBESTUL
W EM BREANAEEOLF U FICE DD BT Z—RYE DR R FSE R O
T FRRHTIER ORI E (%) OkX S, fEl  KFEAMA8 DU F U A (Fid
% HR)

=

(Habib et al. (2020) 2>58[1H.)

*RP10% : RP (Reduction of the prevalence of Campylobacterin retail fresh chicken meat)
BN O e n Ny 2 =GRz 10% K F&E 53T U A

*- RP20% : [Fl E% 20%IK F ¥4+ U A

- RP30% : [Fl E% 30%IKTF ¥4+ U A

- RMO0.5 : RM (Reduction of the mean log concentration of Campylobacterin retail fresh
chicken meat) TIRFERN DI > a7 X —ONYHEEGRRE S 0.5log B ¥ 5V F U A4
«RM1.0 : Al k% 1.0log B &85V 4

- RS0.5 : RS (Reduction by a change in the standard deviation) MR OB > Er N
72— DGR DI ER A4 0.5 log b s H 5T U A

*RS1.0: [l L% 1.0 log b S22 T U A

- BAEG Y S TR TEE) TYH R A B IS O SEIGY  b%I SE LT U A
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DFUFITESHERE ) R T DELL

cHIREBAO D v a g X —EYRE 30%E TR FSE52Licky, v
v Xy X —RYYE 2 RAET DAY R 7 3K 28%IBA 5 & TR E N,

s T NT A —DONHHYERE A 1Tlog A S Z Licky, oen
7 B —RYUE 2 FERET DA U R 7 5K 18% I3 % & v A E LT,

c HEH BB EF YRR 5% XS LIk, h o a Ny Z—RYYE

mjﬁ)ﬂ‘ U 27 M i%/ﬂz’}\jﬂé ETREINT,
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i DRVEEOHLOHMIEZEZRAV-EEMN) XV FHEDEH

[%# 4 bV): BRBERFES MEW - VA NVAGHEE £ER8HAAEA (FA)
B B IE I RIGE K O L% 7 B

[FehEréBd] - NRINR M ZEEES

[AZFERF] - 2011 4 8 A

AN OEE R IEREERE O157 I2OW T, U A 7 & HRises (54 5578
B) MHOFREIE . ENHICHT HRBRMLEZEZEENODRIEERNT D,

(i) #h&

2011 £ 4 H MH), BILR, @R, #RINRRET, 2y (ER TR
LI 5 40) ZJRR R & 258 H IR 0111 (2 K 2 IR EEER &
HEHEEAREL, AN Lz, 1998 (CFEk 10) £ X, EABE
FERHE LTSNS BRAICK LT, THEEHAER 220D
W (BUF MgA k@ e Lo ,) o AR ORALELZ R L,
HERIZBIT 2O AT AR E L CE ), FEHIZBOTHoIcE
SFSINTWRN ST Z ENHA NI -T2, T OfAREBMICIE, AR
BRORKSHMEBEIEE LT, EEHERIZEERRKGEEL O LVERT
BENBEMETRTNE RS20 ERESN TV,

ZOMBT = —VETOREHLERGEICL 2B HEOREEZZT, B
G L, EREHBERIZES U CEIRIZ M 2 5861 0 & 2 BLHI 23 622 & ]
L. BIEEROREICOWTHER LT oI, TORME, EEHEROHK
FEHERIZHOWTIL,

O Mg RmEFRETHZ L

@ XIEWAEY A IGE B IMERGE L O Ve T RBE & L, BPE
BlE#E (Enterobacteriaceae) % ZIHDIEEEE T 5 &

@ BIAEMIGIARIL D T JFUBFA D INEGE B & D I T HESE 2 5%
ETHT L

DTA S, BAEFBREL. BMEZEEE SR MR AN A2 EiE L
776

2 AEBHAER L. A IEDONITIHE IR TH TEEHAERNE LTIRETSHDE NS,
Rk 10 429 H 11 AAf%5 1358 5
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(i) FEAG O
7 NREEA EO BEEORE

HHIATN AN OISR IR T 2 I8 I RIBE I L2 B E L 3E L
TEEBEEE LT, HEESNIZM 190 A0 D, BEORAEEFR 1 K
ETHIEAAMELE L, E72. 1999 4£~2008 2B\ T, I i
KRIGHIZ L AFEEENL, M 10 AR TH Y | Z OFEEE TR 1 AR
T L L ENREA EOBIEM (LT TALOP: Appropriate Level of
Protection] &\ 9,) & L7,

AERROFNTHREE 72 50— Rik, 158 B e KRG E R O v X%
TEE 3L L, IMHEICRIT 2 Wk & FEMeRIT, ERERBED LD
EGEL, 190 A=200 A% 1 AKIZT 2D THIVULX, BERFOH KA
1/200 {29 FUEER TE DX TH D EE 2 7=, IBE B MMERGE D5
EH A 1/10 120, S DICARMEEEZS 2, Bef%$8 100 12 X 0 i EbRd
HZEIZED | APERL CHLRERMERFOREEZBIATO 1/1000 & 3%
N e B

1. BENZEHEEORE
A AR RO 4= T O RS I KIS O 5T — 2 3o 72 2
EMB | WRIZARSNTWETANVT v FOT7T—% (14CFU/g) &I1FFE
FLTHA A9 EBEL, 20 1/1000 7725 0.014 CFU/g (STEC & L

) & W e R OB R 22 4 B #2E (Food Safety Objective LL T,
FSO) tELT,
Iz, STEC LUV LEXRTEE & LTD FSO ZLLTFD X HITHGEEL
77

@ H AR TORGE MIMMERGEIC L 58P E T, b BIEFDOD I WHFEHIE,
2011 FE D4 Lox—fill L 2RI &5 & 32 56, BEET 2 CFU/ATE
7,

l

@ LN % 50g BT 5 L{ET S &, FSO % 2 CFU/50g=0.04 CFU/g &
DH/NSVMETH D Z & NHE,

3 HLERXTREEIZOWVWTIE, BFEFEOMLEER & L CORMICEE MM RKGE & DK
EREWNTIARL, FOY AZ1X 0157 L0 HIRWE S,
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bz Lk, JEASEENSIZFSO:0.014CFU/g & LTRES
TV, FSO OB EIZEBWTIX, ANDESEZMEDOEIRZECEHE ORI S
BETOMEND LN, 22 I FSO (0.014 CFU/g) %, FSO % 0.04
CFU/g L L= a L0 b 3MERE. ZRNI o7 b D ThoTz,

v ERE DR E
AT D 0157 OEEIL. 10°CTiE 14~18 B2 10 {5 DA I H5H

T2, “WRIBYITHOWTIE, 1,000 CFU/g @ O157 I3 LIz BLn b,
AT AP —=DHNEN L THODO NI D F L 20 CFU /g (BATEHER 2 %)
EWVWSIT—ERNHot=, THLIEZEnS, FSO @ 1/10 TH D 0.0014
CFU/g=1.4x 10 3CFU/g=—2.85logiy CFU/g (STEC £ L T4 %Z8&K
RLBREEREIZ 31T DM BEE (LT, PO) &322 &%, HHYOLEME
FOANTE S D EFZ 2 BT, 7272 L, Wil - FHBERE) & MR & Cii bl 7 fi
AR EIREEHEEZITO Z ENHEHETH D,

RIZ, PO DTSN TWND 2 & s 272012, AEMHIR O E %
1To 7z, MAEITGE HERGE & VR T BE O FIZK L TIT 9 &%
ERHDH, I T, ZO2ENFRFICHRHETE, EHEMICHLBROHFEE
B oOWEEE CH D Enterobacteriaceae % W5 Z LIl L 1=,
Enterobacteriaceae & STEC OHARALREL, URT — X IZL B LKL
100 : 1 & L7z, %Y. Enterobacteriaceae \Z#: 5 L7= PO 13 —0.85 log
CFU/g £ 725,

ITHAEDHREIZBNTIE, EREZROERNTH 7L LTH,STEC iE
B E 22D 1lem £ TiE 10 CFU AKiti DIRWEEBZR S HIRZA L THFET D
ZLEREELE, DXV, BRROXEND lem FIZFET S STEC % 1
log I TEX 2564 TH D 60°C 2 B E I THAEL LT,

ZOMTIEHED HTIIMTERED PO ZHLE TE 2o PO Zii72 LT
WD DL EHERT DD TNV LA MAEMBRE H 1T ) LEN
b2, £ZT, PO &L TNDZ L EMHERT 2OICMERY T V%
At Uiz, M4 2 13803 1 Th 5540 & BRIKE0? 25 Th 256 D1
BYRIE 2R LTV 5, Ik, fFHERZ2IE 1.2 log CFU/g &3 %,

4 FLEXTRELBEWVWEE TCORTHEFEORENH DL Z LD, STEC &R UEHE
fZZ2E Lz, 0.0014 CFU /g % log TF+ &, —2.851og CFU /g L7025,
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42. BEEN 1 THLIBE LR 25 THAGADFRREST
EH : log CFU/g
(B ZeZAES AEHER (BR) IZBIT 258 MR E K O VE X T BEICR S
B ERm 2 H 5, )

O© 0 1 O U1 = W N =

N N N R N T N R N R e R T T T S
(o) NS B S\ =N -Ee <IN B e NS B N S e =)

FRIKEEDS 1 Th D56 IR 25g % 1 KL L Enterobacteriaceae 7
L NWHI TV 7T ARy FIEHEEICHE TSNS (ThbD
5% RAKHE) v v hOFEHBEYRE L, 0.5 log CFU /g 3725 3 CFU
lg THDH ((£K), Enterobacteriaceae \Z#i% L7- PO 1Z—0.85 log CFU
lg THDHH, M42—FEDLHZ, Z0ry NND 87%DHH411E PO %
kRS Z &R D,

BRIAEDS 25 THLHGE. B DMRTARGK 2D v v N ONEHY
BIEIX—3.25log CFU /g ThbH, M4 2—-FHDXHic, Zory FHD
97.7% (= 2SD HE#F2=D = & YEs) #451% Enterobacteriaceae |24
B L7 PO—0.851log CFU /g # FEIV | v FNFEHEE PO & ORI,
(R 1.2 log CFU /g O 2 (5D EBPHERE NS,

INHLDOZEXY, 26 B TNORIKEETRIL, MELZIT I LERH D
25, BT O IIE TIIMRAEBUIHE S ko T,

T EREEORRE

INORERERE 2 B, IO ERED A LET 5 OF
A% 23 AEIE A B RS 821 ) N9 H 12 B R Shu, &L, s
DOBEIENE (BEFN 34 4EEABH/RE 370 5, LLF [HmR] E0vo,) Oo—
MHALE S, ARHBEROHKEENH-ICHESIL, 10 A 1 B bhE
1T& 7=,
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O REMITTATH- T, EEFADO LD
Ok 25g I2o& . HNMEFEHESRETH S Z &

N T

O LAE T2 BBRIE, R SE TRt D TH - T, FERICER
MHEY Tk

QO DU AT - T RAIBHIE ., BT, KB D & D IR TR R e
FEEIZ AL, BEE ., WBLOEER DS lem DLEOTHE S % 60°C T 2 43[HL
BnE COIFRZELL EOJE) %, e 1I0CULFicwmAEA+5 2 &

AREMFRE LTRIESN DRI Z OFBREELZEES LR TR
TR B 720,

BB, FOHBOY X7 FHMIT LY | PR 24 47T H) B IE, IREEFE L E
PR E A CGET 5 2 L2 BRI, FoOFlgRE A LT, A b % i,
IMT OIS 28581, 2O TRERFIZB W T, FORFIERO F.OEORE
% 63°CT 30 /ML BN 57y, I T & RIEU LORFEDREET
B ETIERE L idhidebeleote,

(DO RFIED HLER DR 2 63°C T 30 LA EDINEL & [FIZE DL E DR E
R EHTLIE LR, B2, PO ORE 75°CT 1 ML RS o in#k
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