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INVESTIGATION FOR THE PRESENCE OF BRUCELLA
ANTIBODIESIN EQUIDAE IN MOSUL CITY USING ROSE
BENGAL AND INDIRECT ELISA TESTS

W. S. Al-Khafaji, M. A. Al-talibi , K. M. Alsaad S. D. Hassan
Department of Internal and Preventive Medicine |€@ of Veterinary Medicine,
University of Mosul, Mosul, Iraq

ABSTRACT
To investigate the presenceBoticella antibodies in equidae in Mosul
city using Rose Bengal and indirect ELISA testsb5)2 sera of equidae were
examined which divided into (135) and (120) samjides local horses and donkeys
breed respectively, their ages between (3-8) yeltsfrom both sexes , included
(105) males and (150) females. The Rose Bengalstesty negative results for all
serum samples whereas 5.9% and 12.5% of antibarfiesorses and donkeys
respectively were detected by indirect ELISA té&dale of equidae showed 8.6% of
detected antibodies whereas in females was 9.3%dgect ELISA test . It have
been concluded that equidae in Mosul area werg baucella antibodies therefore it
may play important role in transmission the disé¢asgher animals and even human .
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