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Investigation on the Infection of Coccidian and Its Drug Treatment Experiment in a Sheep Farm in Xinxiang City
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Abstract

conditions of coccidian in a sheep farm in Xinxiang City were investigated and identified by fecal compression method,the method of saturated
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[ Objective ] To understand the infection conditions of coccidian of large-scale sheep farms in Xinxiang City. [ Method ] The infection

solution floating and method of oocysts cultivating, and treatment experiment of several kinds of parasite drugs was carried out in the farm.
[ Result]The overall prevalence of coccidial infection in the farm was 25% , the infection rate of sheep in summer was the highest, and the in-
fection of 1 —3 month-old lamb was the most serious. Two species of Eimeria were identified in the body of sheep by morphological analysis.
They were E. intricata and E. ninakohlyakimovae respectively. The results of medicine treatment trial showed that sulfaquinoxaline had a good
effect in treatment of Eimeria, and it was cheaper and more convenient in use. [ Conclusion | The research results can provide theoretical basis

and technical support for the prevention and control of parasites in the farms.
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Table 1 The coccidian infection situations of sheep farm in different

seasons
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Seasons Infected number // 2 Infection rate // %
#: Spring 32 26.6
E Summer 50 41.7
Bk Autumn 30 25.0
£ Winter 8 6.7
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Table 2 The coccidian’ s infection rate and intensity of sheep in differ-

ent ages

At Akt e TS OPG
M ?th- 1d Inspected Infected Infection /\/’

onth-o number// . number// H rate // % ~g
1~3 120 84 75 4286
6~12 120 24 20 1 883
>12 240 12 5 500
&1 Total 480 120 25
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Table 3 The drug treatment test results in each group

2 HZiG
Before drug administration After drug administration
AW R . DI 1%
G o B MR e o
roup Positive e Negative Negative
Positive rate . .
number % consersion consersion
H number // H rate // %
I 17 85 1 5.88
I 16 80 2 12.50
\Y 18 90 16 88.89
1(CK) 17 85 0 0
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Fig.4 Relationship of stress transfer in paddy soil
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Fig.5 Relationship of stress transfer in yellow brown soil
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