21381968 IWI78d (PRAWARUN AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL 2022) 19(1): 66 — 72

<
3 A' F
) It

W L
AcricuLTo®

UNAINIY

PRAWARUN

AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL

https://1i01.tci-thaijo.org/index.php/pajrmu/index

anuynuazladeifinasanishianeidadenlugiaiidisunissnem a lsaweruadn

WWONISISEUNITHOU AMSERILNNYANERNS UNIINYIBYUNIEITAY

ansdy Juuia'” uaz suws dAauINa?

Tynhrgtugns IssnervadndiienIsiSeunIsaow ALaNIMNNEmIans unINg1a8unIaITAIN 8nilewIaTsA

WRIUNITISAI 44000

2y1j28/398 Oxidative Stress AMEANIUNNGFIANT URIVINYIALUMNAITAIN SUNDITIUNITITAIN FINTAUMIFISAIN 44000

dayaunnainu

Article history

$u: 27 Suamw 2564

uiily: 28 flurm 2565
ARUFUNSARNN: 23 WAL 2565

Fuioaula: 28 Sguieu 2565

UNAnE

AanAy
wensilnidon
gy

AIIYN

tfade

awv o= v o a ' a a & a Y o
Qﬂu’)%&luﬂﬂ‘lﬂ’]ﬂ’]’]u‘lﬁqﬂuﬁzﬁﬂ%ﬂﬂ3.INaﬁaﬂ’]iﬂﬂWﬂ’lﬁLﬁJﬂLﬁaﬂl‘uﬁq‘u%ML‘U’]iUﬂ']iim:&’]

yao =

a Tsengunadadiienisfeunisaou anzdndunneaand uninerdeuniasany laeld3snisia
Aagradengiy 91U 529 fa ssndrufeuiviautiufaunsngiau 2562 inseudlsdradeauudlad
wazdoudaedlsi-Tud nsraneldndasganssaiuuulduas wuannuynvesgiavnfadievdadeauin

, o ,
idgn Aa Ehrlichia canis Yovaz 35.92 uazgivinaauinnimilsviia fia Anaplasma platys $aufiu

<

E. canis $egaz 14.18 N15ANYIAINUYNVDUNA d18WUT waza1y wudn guunay guivaiewug

il

asUszmAnazaivndangunndranalianuyndenisadianniige dmsunisinuladeninasianis
AanenSidaidion lhud wea aneiug uazeny wud gluimaduasmadiehilanauandrameadfisents
AanerSfladion drugivanenugitsUszsnanagivatgunndraudianudesianisiionensidia

; & y
Woaunningudu q egredidedidnieadin (p < 0.05) annsinwasslaansalfidudoyaiugu

v o

° v v a wa = a a av ' = ¢
ﬂ'WiiUL’tﬁﬂu'WWiENﬂ{]Uﬁﬂ’ﬁ AsANEITITTUININGT waznnsIveluauianaaly saudadudsslevy

v

y y "
dwiudinmsiaesgialasthuanisAneluldlunsinauwunsiaesg wenuieandu daduuselomnd

U

domiidenmeArazaneiudnaanauntsguagivludisengsie o Sndoe

uni

Anund inlsaunsndeulddewasidedinlaluian ssuzves

msnuBenUalu 3 svey Ao srezi@uundu (Acute) svazly

TsangBiindenlugiuinannisiaidosmanlusiag
LU Babesia spp. Wag Hepatozoon canis wavidadinania
Winlde WU Anaplasma platys wag Ehrlichia canis Uad8v3e
wingd1Agveslsana i ifaainiivudeaieduinia
(Rhipicephalus sanguineus) (Shaw et al., 2001; Piratae et al.,
2017) N15NBL3ALAZINISVRILIARINAINAINTULTILANGN

o

Ausuvilnveude weadudadeguainvesgivdndainy

"Corresponding author
E-mail address: wankaewsitthichai@gmail.com (S. Wankaew)

U31n£91n13 (Sub—clinical) uagsvezi3ase (Chronic) wedidin
\denwila £ canis nelsadedn lsawesadleda (Enrlichiosis)
dwlniioviniondvey neluifaidonvvialuluded
(Monocyte) Lﬁaqﬁ’mamL%@ﬂﬂdammgumaLLasv‘fﬂﬁﬁmwmi
Fodineuinags onslagiluild du 1oo1ms wWedidud

< Y | = = o &
IR OALAIDALLU (PCV) anad AN BNDBNAUAIUBNINY

Online print: 28 June 2022 Copyright © 2022. This is an open access article, production and hosting by Faculty of Agricultural Technology,

Rajabhat Maha Sarakham University. https://doi.org/10.14456/paj.2022.8



S. Wankaew and T. Asawapattanakul / (PRAWARUN AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL 2022) 19(1): 66 - 72 67

mnialigsreziseseaiiianmsiatelunsegnuesalv
dnme (Skotarczak, 2003) TspazuwanaluTa (Anaplasmosis)
. & A 2 A a a & & a N
Juweninulunindeninannisiaiens Silladensin A

\ = S-S~ o 2 o QY o a

platys @wlvgjiweviinilagyiareinandonyhligiuinn1ie
indndonsn (Thrombocytopenia) orn1swuandld iewdlondn
WJeoms deadumlva wazidenlnangaen 1Ousiu (Shaw
etal, 2001) lsaund9leda (Babesiosis) LAnINN5AALTD
Babesia spp. Wuusanfiorduednieluinifoaunsesgiy vin
Igeifndaiinn1zlafinang agladumad uazinnelv

& A = & o da Yy .
dinidenuniuaneuusulssauisludedinla (Laummaunwai
et al., 2014; Piratae et al,, 2015; Suksawat et al., 2001) wag
lsagUunlngludia (Hepatozoonosis) tinaNNsAALYBNES
Windenwiin Hepatozoon canis (Baneth et al., 2000; Baneth

etal, 2001; Ewing et al, 2000) anwsinaIngvAu U

o
= o I

szuzvedaringsninme Werlalazandveglufinionuniviia
Tnsila (Neutrophil) (Skotarczak, 2003) winidediusunamuin

dniharewadidindenviinizlnsda (Panciera et al,, 1999)

19 o a

Tuaviviszuugiiduiuvesgivanas on1snuadindiulvg

9

v A

yadlsarfailagviauain11e919n88 D ULTY VNS I8 DU

9

w0105 vuld ¥y (Baneth et al, 1996; Gavazza et al,
2003)
< a & A & v
aa1unsainissruinvedlsaneSidadanineialunule
P ' = | = .
wnfigalumeugusiudUsznalng Wi n1sAnwves Piratae
et al. (2015) lavin1sdrsadseinsvesgivasinludania
UNAITANU WUﬂ’J’lﬂJ‘Qﬂ‘U@QL%a E. canis, H. canis wa¥ Babesia
c. vogeli Sovay 21.5, 10.1 Wag 6.3 MINA1AU luvy?
Rucksaken et al. (2019) l@vinnsAnwnisilSeufisun1snsia
nersiiadendlwmaida PCR uag Blood smear ludanin
USSUE wuAUYNVR BT B. canis, H. canis, E. canis 4ag A.

platys Sowag 2.04, 4.08, 36.73 way 30.61 AWAINU wonani

v
a &

§35n1991897U194 Garlay et al. (2018) AnwIN15AALT VO

'3 '

a & a . g & o oAl aa s
wesidaidennuiuudsgrvduinalulsenaiautud wusd
& a a a .
ANuYnvendenelSidndenvila £ canis uay A platys
nusNanseeay 22.6 wax Piratae et al. (2019) levinsfinw
weSilinidonaosuiin fe £ canis uay A platys 1931540

Tudwiandug nuanugnuesnisindenesidaion Sevas

1
v A

29.4 uag 25.0 auddu Jagtunisidadeone Sidaiden

fa

lurteauUanisns q W dwlngdeuldisnswievaladidy

danvilaung (Blood smear) wag Buffy coat smear dousied

&

Romanowsky wazaTianuieniglindesganssmiwuulyuas

® ' '
S vaan o v vaa a

']'Ll"UQEIGIENL‘IdJ‘lJN‘WlIﬂ’l’]llLﬁﬂ]%?@@ﬂﬂﬁﬂ?ﬂﬁﬂﬁ?m’]ﬁﬂ

U U

o 9
' o

szyviaventelasgragnaesuazuiugl unvisil§eildnnils

wiatla

wiadafifanuuiugwazauligslunsidadelsaneidisia
onfauditoaziiuiinatiestiufie wiafia PCR udsimreudns
gunnifleuiunisasiadieweaiiansnisualadiidudonyia
UN

nsAnwdidunsifivsiusndeyasindiegadenves

o A

quaiignansranaieslfiinisvedsmenuiadaiuasnsig

U

a o

Tdadelsar Al AN d Ui on¥launs (Blood smear)
wag Buffy coat smear ngusvasdvoinsfnyassiliiedny)

v ¢

AugnvesnIsindioneSuflnidenuaztadesinune arewug

il

a

a ' Y a a ' a a d A o
918 Nonvneliiinanuidsananisianeifiadenlugiv
WWISUNISTAET U LSINEIUIadan IR en1siS sunisae Y
ANLENILNNYAENS UM1INYFBUNIENTANN L NI 1UDa
dnswein1sindenedullmdenvesgiuiiidnsunisinw

= g v % v & P a a
nsfnwienaldiduteyanugulunisfineidessuininen
gniadudeyadmsunmsiihseda nsaiuauuazesiunisia

Tsaluiunlasgneiuszansamluesuandnaie

< aa a o
2UNIaluAz NIV
1. feeh
au S ) ' = ) ° )
nuITeldnvrandiegradienvesgiy 31U 529 67
ALTUNITTNE 0 1Sane1unagndi en1siSsunisaay
AUNEARILNNYANERS UMITINYIFIUMIANTANY SEWILABU

= 3

flunau 2562 Aadiounsngiay 2562 1Wugiviifqunmudauss
wazdifionsthevieasdonshndens Bidaiden
2. MaAukasnSoudFI0e N

2.1 MU IUAZNITATIVNNTDIUGURN TS

Wiudegaidenvesgivlszana 0.5-1 Jaddns lavaen
fiffanstestunsudsiveadon (EDTA) sihnsinSedladiidy
1@envilauig (Blood smear) wag Buffy coat smear i seflas
fdwdonliuiadnudnisanimdafondsiuniuea
U 1-2 Wl Sounledlsvi-3uan (Modified Wright’s Giemsa)
mﬂﬁ?umaamwmaﬁmﬁaﬂiuqﬂ’w&a 4 vilp fe Babesia spp.,
H. canis, A. platys waz E. canis 3nfld uidaennieldnasg
Janssaiuuulduaaneidaveny 1000x

AT S uAIureuI ALY NTIINTITIE U
Fninaans umIner1dsumiansaiy (audi misdoeygin
IACUC-MSU-08/2021 $uil 11 \fiouwguniau .. 2564)

2.2 msiiudeyaiiednwiniunuas asevaenisiia
IsaneBidnidon

vnsifususiuteyanisnuidoweisidadenain
weslUAnisuazdayanune a1ewug wavey 3Ny

Usganssnwudidteyailauniiaszimanugnuazlade



S. Wankaew and T. Asawapattanakul / (PRAWARUN AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL 2022) 19(1): 66 — 72 68

fenaneliianisinnesidedentugiv
3. MIUATILVN T
TatfdanssaunlunismaiauynIeINITNUNENs
< A a ¢ o o & v oaa .
diaden Tinsgrdaduidsavesnisnudesnieds Chi-square
test wagALIUAN Odds ratio (OR) Ingldlusunsaiinsgsime

@i Statistical analysis system

NaN1339Y
1. MsAnwIATINTNYRINITANTE

naven1sfnwinisianersidadonlugis 4 via
fA® Babesia spp., H. canis, A. platys waz E. canis (Figure 1)
A3unsine u Tsmeunadndiionisi3ounisasy aug
dnaunneans mIng1deumaseu seninafeuiunay
2562 {4 LiouUNIN AN 2562 F1UU 529 Fa0814 wumshnige
weddadon S1uau 323 dregs Anduievay 61.06 n1shn
L%@Wﬂﬁ%LﬁmLﬁamluqﬁ‘uLLEJﬂaami‘;Ju 2 Nqy fio ﬂfjuﬁ@m“ﬁya
werdiindeniiowwidaies (Single infection) way nsinde
wensifiadenunnimisiin (Mixed infections)

1.1 ngugviiamFonesilindon e iagion

nmsinymugiuiidaidonsBiaden i inien
$1uau 239 1 nviavan 529 @ Anidufesas 45.2 nuide
weSuiaidenyiln £ canis 1nniiga sosasunAeiin A platys
H. canis wag B. canis 31474 190, 29, 16 wag 4 62 Ay
Jowaz 35.92, 5.48, 3.02 uay 0.75 MuE WU (Table 1)

12 n@i/gﬁ%ﬁﬁm‘iyawmﬁzﬂmﬁaﬂmnmﬁwﬁd%ﬁﬂ

Mnnsfnvnugieiifadone duiaideaunnimis
yila §1uau 84 67 AnduFesay 15.9 wuln qﬁmﬁﬁm%awm%
iindensuiuszning A platys uay £ canis wusnndige
75 @7 Anvdusesay 14.18 5998w Ao £ canis TaufU
H. canis, A. platys SAU H. canis, A. platys S E. canis
way H. canis wag B. canis SAUAYU H. canis 314U 4, 2, 2
way 1 62 Asvdudasay 0.76, 0.38, 0.38 wag 0.19 ANUEIHU
(Table 1)

1.3 N15ANYIAINYNYDIUNA AILWUT UAz0IE YoIgily
iAmde

MnMsAnwINUI guvnagdsnsinisiad enead
dinidenliunnaenaiuweds dauaeiugatduiisssme
wunshnidesndige Amdudesay 47.99 Weifisutuaneiug
u 1 uazrvegvesgtiuninnitand fsasnsindeny1s

dinidenuniian 128 f Anidudosay 39.63 (Table 2)

2. finwthselunsindonei5idaaen
2.1 thigvounanonIsanitone 5iulniaen
InMsane wudn alumeduazimadieldianuuanedie

aa a a & & & a ' .
NNENAADAITAANYITLUALABALUBWIANTUIAT Odds ratio

v
CRY '

sendnegunsanane nud1 imAgenaliauldswen1sAniae
neBinidensnnnitinalleis 0.88 wi (Table 2)
2.2 thibvesmeniugnanisinideny 15idnden

¥
&

nMsAnwdadesemivaneiugatvdenisindonens
Winden wudn Meauaneiudiinnuunnsanieadfnenisin
a & A 1 a v o w L
neBLlALaanRY NNUYEIALY (p < 0.05) WazaenugasUTsIna
finnudedunisiianisfaneSidaideauinningudu 9
(Odds ratio = 0.13) (Table 2)
2.3 hdeseninvnergronsinitone 15ulaiien

I3

HaraIN1ANYIYATYTENINNd 1D g Ho N SRR NEN SN

o

e wuld vnvsegiianuuanAnsaifegeity @Ay
' = & P , Sa o
AonsineneBilaiion (p < 0.05) lngdegniiannudes
Tunshnonesideadenunniigafietneiguinniaudauly
(Odds ratio = 3.07) s09aduAa0 1y senitanilslisaud

(Odds ratio = 1.70) (Table 2)

313alnan1side
9nNsAnyIdieg1adenvesatuiigndinsianig
woafuRnislameuiadad wuin erwynueadeonsisida
\donwia E canis wuninfign 190 #1 (Feway 35.92) da
ABAAABINUNITIIEIUTBY Angelou et al. (2019), Anise et al.
(2018), Jamnah et al. (2016), Piratae et al. (2015),
Sanisuriwong et al. (2012), Weeraathunga et al. (2019) waz
Wongsawang & Jeimthaweeboon (2019) wui1 nesifiaden
avwila £ canis faugnanniigaanduesay 7.9, 10.3,
13.6, 21.5, 8.7, 13.6 way 16.97 auasu wAnSANW A
LANFI99INNITANEIYDS Laummaunwai et al. (2014) finy
ArunuesweBifiadenvia Babesia spp. unfigaAndusos
a¥ 13.2 uoNaIN{ NIANWITILANEI99INN9T189TUYDS
Rucksaken et al. (2019) wag Juasook et al. (2016) inuA
gnueanensidiaidenvin H. canis iniigaAniduiosas 2.04
uay 32.56 MUy drumsnudens diiademnnninges
gilasauiunuanuynvemedidadentia A platys Sy
E. canis snnfigaideiisuiungudu q Andufesas 14.18 9
#OARADINUNITIBITUTBY Angelou et al. (2019) WU AW

gnaeanesidaiden A platys SaAU E. canis wuxndian



S. Wankaew and T. Asawapattanakul / (PRAWARUN AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL 2022) 19(1): 66 - 72 69

Fouaz 2.1 UALANAI9AINNITINBUVBY Weeraathunga et al.
(2019) wag Juasook et al. (2016) A nungsidadonuin
B. canis 33U E. canis snniianAndudosas 5.64 way 2.33
MUATU ﬁgqﬁvmLmvﬁdameﬂumswuLs‘ﬁyawaﬁl,ﬁml,ﬁamwiaz

yiloluwsagiunienalinnuuananiunuanmwindouig v

agadyTImienIsiieag

=%
A o
1000x
c|* o e b .
v e® o ot : .
C X I
» ) %&/ Q - ?m & ‘ . 7“ ’ |
* 0 ' 4 -
1 L‘p . ‘/...\
(9e co® ‘frwopx 1000x

Figure 1 Canine blood smear showing, (A) Hepatozoon canis in neutrophil,
(B) Babesia spp. in red blood cell (O) Ehrlichia canis in monocyte and (D)
Anaplasma platys in platelet.
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Table 1 Types and prevalence of blood parasite in dogs in the veterinary

teaching hospital of Mahasarakham University (n=529)

Blood parasites Sample Prevalence (%)
Single infection
- A platys 29 5.48
- B. canis 4 0.75
- E. canis 190 35.92
- H. canis 16 3.02
Mixed infections
- A platys + E. canis 75 14.18
- A platys + H. canis 2 0.38
- E. canis + H. canis 4 0.76
- B. canis + H. canis 1 0.19
- A platys + E. canis + H. canis 2 0.38
Not found 206 38.94
Total 529 100

A. platys = Anaplasma platys, B. canis = Babesia canis, E. canis = Ehrlichia

canis and H. canis = Hepatozoon canis.
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Table 2 Prevalence and factors affecting of blood parasite in dogs in the veterinary teaching hospital of faculty of Veterinary Medicine in Mahasarakham

University
Infections Prevalence of infected (%) Odds ratio P-values
Factors (n=323) (95% CI)
YES NO
Sex (n=529)
- Female 153 91 47.37% 1 (Reference) 0.4724
- Male 170 115 52.63% 0.88 (0.62-1.25)
Species (n=529)
— Thai 29 68 8.98% 1 (Reference) <0.0001
- Mixed 139 90 43.03% 0.28 (0.17-0.46)
- Foreign 155 48 47.99% 0.13 (0.08-0.23)
Age (n=529)
- < 6 months a8 a6 14.86% 1 (Reference) <0.0001
- 6 months - 1 year 29 59 12.07% 0.63(0.36-1.12)
-1-3years 108 61 33.44% 1.70 (1.012-2.83)
- > 3 years 128 a0 39.63% 3.07 (1.79-5.25)
fnAnssudszne Baneth, G, Samish, M., Alekseev, E., Aroch, 1, & Shkap, V. (2001).
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