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Abstract

This study was carried out to investigate an epidemiological state of neosporosis in
Korean indigenous cattle in Uljin. Bloody samples were collected from 552 female cattle (337
farms), more than 5 years old, in 10 districts of Uljin. Antibody to N caninum were examined
by enzyme linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA). Seroprevalence of individual and farm
were 7.6% (42/552) and 8.6% (29/337), respectively. Positive rates by districts was variable
(096714.9%), and it was seemed to be a tendency that positive farms gathered with in a
small zone. In seroprevalence by herd size farms having between 5-9 heads was top (37%),
but there was no significant difference among herd size.
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Neospora caninum Antibody Test Kit
(Herdcheck anti-Neospora, sensitivity 10096,
specificity 98.9%, IDEXX Laboratories Inc,
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Table 1. N caninum seropositive ratio

Positive/ Test

Positive(%)

Farms
Heads

29/337
42/552
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Table 2. Positive rate of N caninum
according to region in Uljin

ELISA test

Heads Positive Negative %
Uliin 53 5 48 94
Pyounghae 96 2 94 2.1
Book 114 8 106 7.0
Sei 45 4 41 89
Goonnam 47 7 40 14.9
Wonnam 35 0 35 0.0
Gisung 43 3 40 7.0
Onjung 41 4 37 9.8
Jookbyun 55 3 47 14.5
Hoopo 23 1 22 34
Total 552 42 510 76
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