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0w o= bovirhinis br..T dispar ds.-T group 7 gr. 7-T laidlawii lai.-T
M. bovirhinis 128 64 <2 <2 4 4 2 2
M.br.-T 128 128 <2 <2 4 4 2 2
M. dispar <2 <2 64 128 4 2 4 2
M.ds.-T <7 <2 64 64 2 <2 2 2
M. sp., group 7 4 2 <2 2 256 128 2 2
M.gr. 7-T <2 <2 <2 2 256 128 2 2
A, laidiawi i 2 i 2 2 4 4 256 128
A, lat.-T 2 Vi 2 4 2 4 256 128
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. I-TRA. lai.-TH4 91£M. bovirhinis M. dispar -
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A.lai.-T _ - _ _ _ _ n +
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STUDIES ON BOVINE MYCOPLASMOSIS IN TAIWAN
II. EVALUATION OF PREPARED ANTIGENS
ON SERODIAGNOSIS

Jei-Fu Su,' Ming-Chu Liu,! Chung-Sung Chen,! Yean-Chu Perng,’
Pan-Chin Lin,? and Cheng-I Liu?

Antigens of compiement-fixation (CF), indirect hemagglutination (IHA), and
agar gel precipitation (AGP) were prepared from Mycoplasma bovirhinis, M. dispar,
M. sp. group 7 and Acholeplasma laidlawii isolated in Taiwan. The reaction of these
antigens to the corresponding serum were high-specific.

Titrations of antibodies against Mycoplasma spp. with these prepared antigens
were made from the fam cattle. The positive rates of antibodies among the tested
methods were shown as: THA-M. bovirhinis 27.3% (29/106), A laidlawii 19.8%
(21/106), M. sp. group 7 16.9% (18/106) and M. dispar 11.3% (12/106); CE-M.
bovirhinis 20.7% (22/106); A. laidlawii 18.8% (20/106), M. sp. group 7 11.3%
(12/106) and M. dispar 8.4% (9/106); and AGP-M. bovirhinis 4.7% (5/106) and
M. dispar 1.8% (2/106).

This study indicated that IHA and CF tests were more sensitive than AGP, and
THA was the best in practice.
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