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Abstract: This study was conducted to examine the enteropathogens and clinical aspects of
diarrhea of the 211 Korean native calves during the suckling period. The experimental results
were summerized as follows:

1. The 206 Korean native calves (97.6%) were affected with diarrhea during the suckling
period.

2. Of 156 diarrheal feces tested, Rotavirus were detected from 108(69.2%) feces of K*99 E
coli were detected from 23(14.7%) feces and Eimeria spp were detected from 33(21.2%) feces.
But Salmonella spp and Cryptosporidium spp were not detected.

3. Rotavirus were detected from 2 to 84 days of life, K*99 E coli were detected from 5 to
54 days and Eimeria spp were detected from 33 to 84 days of life.

4. Physical appearances of the diarrheal feces were not affected specifically according to the
enteropathogens, but were affected by the severity of diarrhea and the diets.
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Table 1. Prevalence rates of enterdpathogens in 156
diarrheal feces of Korean native calves
during the suckhng le'lDd

Prevalence

Enteropathogen No. of fLCLb
detected rate(%)

Rotavirus 108 69. 2
K'99 E coli 23 14.7
Salmonella spp 0 0
Cryptosporidium spp 0 0
Eimeria spp 33 21.2
Negative 8 5.1

Tabel 2. Detection of enteropathogens in 156 diarr-
heal feces of Korean native calves during
the sucklmg perlod

Prevalence

Enteropathogen No of feces

detected rate (%)
Rotavirus 96 61.5
K99 E. coli 9 5.8
Eimeria spp 29 18.6
Rotavirus+K*99 E coli 10 6.4
Rotavirus+ Eimeria spp. 1 0.6

K*99 E coli+Eimeria spp 3 1.9
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Table 3. Age range of Korean native calves which
were detected entelopathogens

Entuopathogm Agc of calves stLClLd(Dﬂy)
Rotavirus 2~84
K*99 E coli 5~54
Ezmerza spp

33~84

Table 4. Prevalence rates of enteropathogens dete-
cted in diarrheal feces of Korean native
calves according to the age group

Age of cnlves lDay)
8~14 16~21 =22

Enteropa- ___
thogen <7

Rotavirus 45(41.7%) 52(48.1%) 1(0.9%) 10(9.3%)

K»9911€_ 8(34.8%) 6(26.1%) 1(4.3%) 8(34.8%)
cott

Table 5. Prevalence rates of Eimeria spp detected
in diarrheal feces of Korean native calves
according to the age group

Enteropa Age of calves (Da_yl
thogen <40 41~60  61~80 >80
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Table 6. Physical appearance of diarrheal feces of Korean native calves

according to the enteropathogens

during the suckling period

T Theey DR el Combiney  Obr
Rotavirus Runny 1~3, Yellowxshwhlte Normal, Normal
Watery 4~6 Green, Foamy or
or Brown, or Offensive
72 Gray or Mucous
Dark
K*99 E coli Runny 1~3, Yellowishwhite, Normal, Normal
Watery 4~6 Green, Foamy or
or Brown, or Offensive
7z Gray or Mucous
Dark
Eimeria spp Runny 1~3, Green, Normal, Normal
Watery 4~6 Brown, Foamy or
or Gray, or Offensive
72 Dark or Mucous
Red
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