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Abstract
suspected blood samples were collected from three towns of Sixian County to make blood smear test, PCR detection and gene sequencing.|[ Result ]
The infection situations of Eperythrozoon suis in pig farms with different scale or feeding methods were different.From the survey locations, the in-

[ Objective | To make the epidemiological investigation of porcine eperythrozoonosis in Sixian County of Anhui Province.[ Method ] 300

fection rate in pig farms of Dunji Town was the highest (65%) ,followed by that in Huangwei Town (44%) ,the infection rate in pig farms of
Dazhuang Town was the lowest(39% ).The infection rate of piglets was lower than that of fattening pigs (54.67%) ,while the infection rate of pig-

lets was 44.00%.[ Conclusion] The infection rate of E.suis in Sixian County was higher,so its prevention and control should be strengthened.
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Fig.1 The results of blood smear test
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Table 1 Infection rat comparison of E.suis in pig farms among differ-

ent sites
T 11—
Hi 5 Detection Positive 1@7’% ?
. nfection
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BT Huangwei Town 100 44 44
K4 Dazhuang Town 100 39 39
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Table 2 Infection rate comparison of E.suis in different scales of pig

farms
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>200 150 48 32.00
<50 150 100 66.67
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Table 3 Infection rate comparison of E.suis in different month ages of

pigs
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Detection Positive .
Month Infection
age number number rate /%
1~3 150 66 44.00
4~6 150 82 54.67
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