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Neospora caninum is now recognized as one of the important causes of abortion in cattle worldwide,
but there was no report on seroprevalence of antibodies to N. caninum in cattle at Seoul slaughtering
center. Serum samples from 610 Korean indigenous cattle (Hanwoo) and 246 Holstein cattle from 452
farms located all over the country, Korea, were tested for N. caninum antibodies using a commercial
enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) kit. Seven of 610 (1.1%) Hanwoo and 54 of 246 (22.0%)

Holstein cattle were seropositive.

Key words : Neospora caninum, Seroprevalence, Cattle, ELISA

N o2

Neospora caninum-2 Apicomplexaf, Coccidiasina®}
7+, Bucoccidiorida®, Sarcocystidae¥}of| <38}, Toxo-
plasma gondii®t FE|F oz FARGE HA AHE U

7|20 2 A (McAllister =, 1998), oA QAMS
WA 7|, AAFSAel oF A, AR, 8L, T
oAl HIEQUIL, N caninum®| Tt FATF E4,
o], aH|, Yo} sl FEEoAA EA
=] THDubey, 2003). ©] ¥F HALE 9 4
S Vel oA 2R ERIEe] d#A|7] A%
53 al(Bjerkds 5, 1984), 77} S50 &S st
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TS AoA= HivRE F3F =Rl
FE daAZ2 T H HDubey, 2003). N. caninum
9] AEAfo A LUERYE= tachyzoite, bradyzoite, oo-
cyst7b el =0} ¢low, = bradyzoite7}
EPE 242 wol2 Hste] AR, A& oo-
cyst7} TR wolu B8 AT dastel e,

A7) tachyzoite7} ZFFE

smnE dolo] §AYC RN UL How o
2 HckDubey 5, 2007). UAFAE] ShEQl AR
QAL 3AY olFRE vehtd, F2 s-6en
off Lhehdeh 249 olste] FobxolHL 414

a

—_

A 1Yol ehe, AEAel el ¢
2 4% glrkal HiE9lkDubey, 2003). AHEH
& UEiA g okt whAel gEgdos



N. caninum =
AT A e ol Wla) o Wol §
ﬂo] Qo EA A kAl GhoA AHdR o=z
A= o] glojit *OPXH 95%= d5d= UEY

2] ¢r=rt}i oFeZ tHDubey, 2003).

YA gl 67l1Y 8§ R0l §AF HloloA
N. caninum 7ZFFo] 22 HiE v Qlow, o] Y=
_,] oz o3t AL wiE S Alo] ALY E F}

A LdETt =A e 713 ok HojlA
N. canznumO] Hzz 2% 89 k(" 5 1997, 4
< 1998a; 1998b).

N. caninum®]] 93+ A2 2k o
chyzoiteS ©]-83t 7H4 &334 ¥ (indirect fluorescent
antibody test, IFAT) (Conrad 5, 1993)3 ¥%9] t}oF
‘6]— /H H.Q_ o]ﬁ’.zﬂ— _'g_i?é‘%l—% ﬁ%l‘%_}‘,ﬂj(enzyme-lmked-
immunosorbent assay, ELISA) (Paré 5, 1995; Lally

i

l:I\I 0

L‘ ‘]T ta-

O

1996; Schares 5, 1999)of 2Jdt HAA} B, HAZXA

§} &}&] Oﬂ*”‘ﬂ(LmdsayQ} Dubey, 1989), z2%g]lo &2
o

sh= a L=} o].&a} Lﬂg/\iﬂ— % H+-S-HH(Neospora
agglutination test, NAT) (Romand 5, 1998)¢] &
of gtk RriHom FelxHolt @ol, FoolA
PCRE o] &3t HEH ol o]-8 %l Sltk(Dubey, 2003;
Ortega-Mora -5, 2003; Mclnnes 5, 2006).

euete] N caninum @7 FA| TARE FEE
AR RA(E 2010)9F SH(FF 2003), HE FYlo
o

o SAER] HS(W 5, 2008), AE £7l9
(A T, 2008), HE JAbA o Hax(F F, 2007),
AE HGo ﬂT(ﬂ > 2005) FollAl o]Foizl Hf
At =3 HSESAEFIAOA EZH= AofA]
N. caninum®]| o3t A= oFZ] o]|Fo]z| 2] ka1,
T2 2 A YollA ARsEE 2o it 7]E9
Aot e, AzF 105t uhE] o]Ate] AVt mEE
L AERY £ ZAANALY N caninumo] T3+
WYL =AM AT AX o)A mejEl 47} o
ol HElER, §3I FAE e o] et 7
Azel 4L T Ao HYziEel 2AE 39

o

Mgy

2000 45 E 12U 5F AL HAEZR
258 452 571 85659] ol M B sk
oh oA @RS Helek ke A 7R —20°C
o §F Huskrkrt Aol Agsk

ELISA

ELISA ZAAl= Neospora caninum Antibody Test Kit
(CHEKIT Neospora, IDEXX Switzerland AG., Bern,
Swiss)E AR&-3Fe] A|2ALS] ARl oA HAFSHI T
Mz 349 71A IR 10)S 96-well platee] 7}t
wellof] 100 pl#] F525F0] 37°Coll 4] 602 &<t WAl
Zl % 300 pl® PBSZE 33] A& 3}il, anti-ruminant-
IgG-PO conjugateS 100 & 713k o2 37°CollA] 60
£ FoF uk3 A AT o] % PBSE 33| A|2slal TMB
718 EAZ 100 wA FE5ko] A2of| A 15 7k v

2 X171 &, stop solution 100 pl& 7}5te] HE-g-LS A
A7 Aol A EggEAR FFE@50 nm)E =
Botoleh. 7 RN SANE FHE %S W
ol HAS ¥, A& FHES FAHx FH=RE Y
= = 7ok 04 o2 FAHLR, 03 Tk &
3

o
hu
rel
o,
ol
38
T

40| S5 M YYE

& 85672 Axof dis ELISAE AAIRE 23}, 61F
(7.1%)°1 A F/dollon, gh--(6107)eF Sl 4
2(2467)2 HiEo] & A3 e TR(1.1%), Fa 54
F(22.0%)°1 4 gl tkTable 1).

Table 1. N. caninum seropositive rate for breeds of cattle

Breeds Positive/Test Positive %
Hanwoo 7/610 1.1
Holstein 54/246 22.0

Total 61/856 7.1
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s SN Y=

S7PER A FEES AL A 45257 5
4557K10.0%)°l A o1l er, FH-s7K35957het
Fovhel AAE7HO3EThR Lhrel B A 957
T27H1.9%), Bii7l 38%7HA0.9%) A AR o]
SItH(Table 2).

20| LIOIE M YYE

AA Ao YolHR A FHES AL 2dA
0]8} 13.2%, 3~4AAY 8.4%, 5~6WAY 6.0%, 79X o]A+
3.8%= Lto]7} wollef whet Haf Eolt o R
UEFSTHTable 3). 3H9-5 o= vroleb a4 g4
E9 IAE HH, 34T 1.7%, 5~69A 0.6%, 7
Ay o)A 0.8%= 3~4dA oA A LpERGTE ZAoflA
L 2uA o]3) 31.3%, 3~4WA 21.7%, 5~6WA 21.7%,

Table 2, N. caninum seropositive rate for farms

Farms Positive/Test Positive %
Hanwoo 7/359 1.9
Holstein 38/93 40.9
Total 45/452 10.0

Table 3. Serolprevalence of antibodies to N. caninum according

TAR o1 18.5%= Lto|7F wobol meh A wob]
© e B o] Aeet vnd o dAAe
2 FA3] = UYERATHTable 3).

A0 SNSTE M LYE

AA o] AATFER A FoES AR A
500 kg TREOA] 7.4%, 500~700 kg 4.9%, 700 kg |4}
ol A 18.9%= LERGTHTable 4). FH-9-0f 4= 500 kg 1]
ghol| A 1.8%, 500~700 kg HRE 1.0%, 700 kg o140l A]
= FAol AL Haof M= 500 kg mTtel| A 36.4%,
500~700 kg H%E 20.3%, 700 kg ©]AFol A 20.8%E 500
kg vEkellA A =2 FHES HA, AAH
FIES TET FAB| w7 UEITHTable 4).

29 5, L0l M RFE N5

i

ao) FE ol AT MR YNFY P
R, 2 5~6uA) A SHTA 5670 kgo 2 2
2 vpole] BA| T 4740 kg Brt L AFS et
e, Bt S~6A4 GA ST 6975 ke L
vpol ) el 6719 ke A STl B

Table 5. Body weight of Hanwoo according to the age and
serological results*

to the age
Hanwoo Holstein Subtotal
Age
b o PO P P
5(31.3) 38 5(13.2)

< 2 0(0.0) 16
3~4 287 5(L.7) 143

6 172 1(0.6) 60
>7 129 1(0.8) 27
Total 610 7(L1) 246

31Q2L7) 430 36(84)
13217) 232 14(6.0)

5(185) 156 6(3.8)
54(22.0) 856  61(7.1)

Table 4, Serolprevalence of antibodies to N. caninum according
to body weight

Body Hanwoo Holstein Subtotal
weight No Positive o Positive No Positive
(ke) T ! %)

<500 113 2(1.8) 22 8(364) 135 10(7.4)
500~700 487 5(1.0) 123 25(20.3) 610 30(4.9)
=700 10 0(0.0) 101 21(208) 111 21(189)
Total 610 7(L1) 246 54(220) 856 61(7.1)

Average body weight

Age (year)

Ab-positive Ab-negative Means
<2 - 545.4+66.9 545.4+66.9
3~4 587.6+77.3 554.8461.9 555.4+62.2
5~6 474.0£00.0 567.0£68.7 566.5+68.9
=7 541.0+£00.0 540.3+71.9 540.3£71.6
Total 564.7+76.7 554.9+66.8 555.0+66.8

*Mean+SD (kg).

Table 6. Body weight of Holstein according to the age and
serological results*

Average body weight

Age (year)

Ab-positive Ab-negative Means
<2 609.2+87.4 606.6:119.6 607.4+107.6
3~4 663.6=151.1 663.1+118.9 663.2+126.0
5~6 671.9£114.4 697.5+114.9 691.9+114.3
=7 659.8£107.6 700.0+119.4 692.5+116.4
Total 660.2+132.7 672.5+119.4 669.8+122.3

*MeantSD (kg).
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FAF] B EL, 794 o4 AhdAL B SAT
700.0 kg, 2 Lol B BT 6598 keO2 P
o) HAFo] A TR} ETHTable 5, 6).

2 %

N. caninum®]] )3t X437 (persistent infection) S H
ol &w, T MolAl LdEH 71ek #Hk 59
HolZ AlF, 7he] EHoR ST vjEsH o EH

.
ChE A% AN FGATIIL, AHAle] B4 o
d $AUHOR ARE dHSIE BT 4 ]

Ao S8 Adare

qe-S 5H "k ‘IPEW Z]é -9 FA= #Eel
ol FQ3F H&-S 3tk o] Ju|of| A N. caninum &
Ae] @AsHA Xk 9 HA= v Fag oulE A

N. caninum®] ZFAL Actstr] ¢k Fshx #
G o 2= 718 ¥ 343A H(indirect fluorescent anti-
body test, IFAT) (Conrad &, 1993), EAZATHAIR
T (enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA) (Paré
&5, 1995; Lally 5 1996; Schares 5, 1999)7} |2
g} EXHFS(Neospora agglutination test, NAT)
(Romand 5, 1998) 5o &&= Ql=v|, Paré 5
(1995)8 29 €4 ?Mle A=sH7]1 flstke] N
caninum tachyzoite 39S ©o|83%F ELISAE Hms}
of Ad%h Ay MR FFFAHEH FEa80] &
B R

Ale7HAl 2204 N caninum®| thet A Hi &
S TAfSte] Bt viRE A FHES ATt
SR 5 A Y, vl=9 39 AY9e
=2 A9F 240 34| FAEC| 26.9%, 27.5%219| H|
3to](Dyer 5, 2000; Ortega 5, 2007) u1° oL 23.5%
%13L(Sanderson 5, 2000), H7]o]| o] - FUA] Aol A
Bl Al3HRE 2ALe]] oJshH A= 28.6%%1H HlS
2= 14.0%FAtHDe Meershman 5, 2002). 2|19 %
AbollAl= A 36.8%, Bl 17.9%=  UERIL
(Quintanilla-Gozalo %5, 1999), oJg&tg]ololA= AHAh=
114%A9F H]|S-$= 6.0%2 YEFGSH(Otranto 5,
2003), of=RE|Le] - A= 27.6%L0H HS=
9.7%0] Ak Moore =, 2002). FieiolAle Aelol u}
g} zjo|7F glout Aol AL 104~255%F HI1E

31 (Keefe2} VanLeeuwen, 2000), H]L-2-0 4= 9.0%=

UepdthWaldner 5, 2001). QEoA= R 20.0%,
HlS- 15%] A FEES Uehlidichs 24t
QJtKoiwai 5, 2005).

SO A9 19989 ZaxoA N caninumol| THE
A FEES AFAem AR 27 35.6%7F A
FoIe, o5 HA| ATl S5 StRE
IR 2 H4Y] A SFHER U] B AR
© 48.7%H] Hlgte] $AF= 20.7%2 AT AfolE B
o N caninum FHo] = & FAMISS] A=
AZe vk k3] 5. 1998). L 20019 FHA| ]
4711 Al - ol A /\Frv ¢ Aol -5 AR vl
bt 642% WL 478%7F FAFHS e
thal HAalE ‘Zifﬂ(‘ﬂ %, 2001), 2002\ =} ARS FR-
of disll A=dom A FEES AR 23} 41%
7F N caninumol| sl A e HEpfQIar 2
AISFATHKIm 5, 2002). ZHAGe] A9, el &
Al el 17.9% (B 2003)Q1E] H]sto] 2140 A
FHES 27.5%S EIHEL 2010). Aofch AJolqt
°o“é§i ZAF A719F AL BFA ] ARIA
gl AR &9 Yo, FF 5 o9 22l
HZog Helch
B ]-01]/\ﬂ = ASSAIEZ IR £ 9FA9]
= T1%= Yey=t, ol F5E=E U
2 1.1%, & 22.0%=, A7) ske-Ro}
FIES Hoj 7|29 AR fARE AR
Farr; 9h-9] A FAEC] W2 ol
ZHE7] A7 ARSEE 717ko] o]
al, i Flaof His] EHJ*H SRoA AR
ol ol /e ¥ T $EAY adlef =
71%8)7} vjaz 27 fﬂi%’: i 5ok
57 }DH 74*}7344— Hd, % l s7He FHES

1o oo o
2
L 8

ox
éﬁ_&g“:
o L

Oow
ox
nﬁm

flo 2
2 oo
;'rﬂ
y o ot

%
ot
~}o X
g

e 10 T orr mo Hr e ot
Ir e
oﬁ )

mor
[‘li‘

CIRE=D
10.0%°]31.0H, 3+ ARSE71e] FE 1.9%, A4 AF
Q7)o owg 40.9%= Yeht #5H FdET

ARl RS VRS

Lolof w2 A FPEL] AMNAE A 404
24 o3} 13.2%, 3~4A] 84%, 5~6A] 6.0%, TA] oA
3.8%= UEeRY, 54 o]AETE 44] o]ake] o)A vl
A FEC] =2 AoE UETE o= ElF|olA o]
FolX Yoo w2 A FHE RALIA 2~44]
8.7%, 5A| o)A} i 5.4% HQl Z(Seveili 5, 2005)2t

FrARE Aolw, vz Lo 013 27 Y 2 A
FHES Hol= FAFS HHRS B3 2270 79
o] ot PR o Whdskal Qltke Ze Al
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AFBH= Floleka AJzta 4= Ik

o]ato]| Bartels 5(2006)-2 FHoAA L] N. caninum &
A FHES ARSI, 2lolAE 20 ol7} ol
ol wef el 7K v, AgdlelA= vol
F7boll wet abggol Wojaik Ang ) ok,
Aepgz olo] M2 opEol A tehit ol
= 57k wele] A, S wE Aol Ajo] 5
of 7]Qlel= AL HAskGr.

A Aol o FA| HdES AL AAA <
2 500 kg v]qtof A= 7.4%, 500~700 kg 4.9%, 700 kg
OVl 18.9% LiERFET, o] S99 Mz 2t
ZF o] B, 3h= 500 kg u]wtoll A 1.8%, 500~
700 kg 1.0%2] FAES LERQLT, RAL 500 ke 1]
gloll A 364% 500~700 kg 20.3%, 700 kg O]AFOA]
208%2] FHELS B 500 ke gkl Fheo}
A4 BT dnF] 22 JAES Hol AL N caninum
o] AlF F7Fel ¥¥FE 71Xth= Hil(Baling 5,
20009} QAFIS] % 6 A3 ATEIolof T Alao.
2 %‘T’_}%‘:}

29 FF, vol, AT HE AT o=
Ao, SPT S~6WA | 24T A 567.0 fgo2
22 vo]| AT 4740 kgHt; =2 Al YE
U, oA 5~64 A S/ 6975 kg, A
Lho] A At 671.9 kg, TA ol A 5739 B

FAZ 700.0 kg, 72 Lro] A FAT 659.8 kgO 2
ALl A5l T s s
e olelat Aol Al N canimum 7o) olat
AR T2 Kelof| ofjt ARIAIE ¥ 3] R

A= AN vl H tiAE Fiste] d+E E
{7} Q& Aot

ol A Ayt 5F AEFAETIROA =5H
SR-oF A= N canimmol ZFFE A7 U
ol Y=, s7tet ge =5 L% Abgol A
_r]o}__ /JTO,‘_Q xlx% .J_:LO}L J‘Lo]
A= sS4 e H*‘uﬂﬂﬂ st f-8
et A=T E ¢ S AeR gk

N. caninum®| Q13-4 I SHo| tisfiA=,
A = G FA= oF glal, AR
oA N. caninum DNAY SA| EgH W E Ho] ¢l
T} B tHDubey 5, 2007). 18U} HE 7P
= dFol FaL ool WS 7lslioF & Aew A
Zkgity

oA &5 deste] A T 4
ARelE o] Qlil(Dubey 5, 2007), E3F o] ¥=9]
F479 A7t o) AEelE AG SAHOR Ak
ofof 3j, o]l “X] a1efe L il.?‘r Y E
= el A5 4 She 7
e a0 1ok 1 0
7} ZJ:LOI_;(] BEIE2 s dpob %
1998b).

N. caninum®]| o3t G2 Q1 WA =
A grom e ofjek 479l N, YRR
HAHAY BHE 7sAol e oHE = SOl
T A A AGE 7ML N caninum A
FE AL et A 4 A =AM

BUAE Tof 5 ofz] ZwlolA] cizkHel 2419} o
37} olol ol 3 Aoz Az

spora HAYo] Gl=

]

7 g

o ZAplie 9 AESAEE el N
caninum®] ZFAAEE ukobslaix) 2009 4LEHE 12
H7HA] Eohe 452 57t 85672 0:1:’5\—01]*‘] ELISAE
a3 A A AAse] HEa 22 A3 ¢l
=3

L A 2 856+0f thet ELISA A HARS g 23
615(71%014 A4S e v, B 610
EORA UHE HH TR0 TE(11%), Ak 54F
(22.0%)°1 4 FPe= BE o], Flbe FhEY FA

A FAHoE TAE 47t 315 Ao UrE} ,
=712 1.9%,
Ba57te) 40.9%0 4 P Sl ﬁi?n vhebget

3. Uold A FES ARHE AA| AxolA] 24
o5} 13.2%, 3~4A] 8.4%, 5~6A] 6.0%, 74| ©]AF 3.8%
2 o]z} ool ne} Mk FolE ito et

4 AAZEE YA FHBY 20 FF, vol, A
58 WA BREES 2ASe] gowe] d7g
S1gk 712 AREA AFSHEOH, Bl 5~64]
A SN, BaelA s~64 BASHL T4

o1t A SN 2t2te] ) PR 3 B
FAFL e
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= o AR F7keAF 2 A5 2o Alow A7
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