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Figure 1 Strongyloides sp. (a) Trichuris sp. (b) Haemonchus sp. (c).
Table 1 Relation between EPG and Level of farm
Level of farm EPG <1,000 EPG >1,000 OR 95% ClI p-value

Size of herd <50 head 7 4 1.06 0.12-9.39 0.957

Size of herd >50 head* 9 3 1
EPG: Egg per gram., * reference group
Table 2 Relation between EPG and the farming system

The farming system EPG <1,000 EPG >1,000 OR 95% ClI p-value

Grazing 4 2 0.68 0.05-9.1 0.774

In housing* 7 2 1

Mix 5 3 0.36 0.03 - 4.88 0.446
EPG: Egg per gram., * reference group
Table 3 Relation between EPG and the use of water sources husbandry management farming system

The use of water sources EPG <1,000 EPG >1,000 OR 95% ClI p-value
husbandry management

Tap water® 11 5 1

Rain water 1 1 0.57 0.02 - 15.56 0.737

Pond water 4 1 1.96 0.15 - 26.09 0.609
EPG: Egg per gram., * reference group
Table 4 Relation between EPG and Duration of deworming

Duration of deworming EPG <1,000 EPG >1,000 OR 95% ClI p-value
< 3 months* 9 3 1
> 3 months 7 4 0.45 0.06 - 3.62 0.451

EPG: Egg per gram., * reference group

wonaniinudn lifieuduiusniead adifided day
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Feduszernalumsmenssislidmanszmudesiuaulines
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Jittapalapong et al. (2012), Ratanapob et al. (2012), Yusof
and Isa (2016) uay Azrul et al. (2017) finuanugnidusied
WU 76.4%, 79.47%, 52.30% WAy 68.65% AuEIAU WAzl
11NNI1578971UY83 Sangvaranond et al. (2010) k&g Rupa and
Portugaliza (2016) 1 mU AIMYNLMAATY 96.37% Uag 96.22%
ANAIFU wITUNITNUANYNII8NSU (herd prevalence)

Y937135A neelumaiuemIsiaenuANLYNYBINESNEY
Strongylid 11U 100% Y1 U31891UV84 Ratanapob et al.
(2012) A FanTauAsUgy wazMIAUTIB9IUTDS Azrul et al.
(2017) fingammavnuas
msa"wsmmgaﬁwwm'm'uuwnuj't,ﬂ uny1Svila
Strongyloides spp. uaﬂmﬂﬁ?mﬂu lainenSudiin Trichuris spp.
WaT 28 0UVBI Haemonchus contortus § 49115183MUD
Worasing et al. (2011) wumngnSdanauludlduiniian liud
spp., spp.,
Paramphistonum spp., Fasciola spp. Wwag Trichuria spp.
LAY 52.78%, 22.21%, 6.39%, 1.79%, 0.79% way 0.28%
puddy Fudunersinvlunafuemsungveanialily

Strongyloides Coccidian oocyst, Moniezia
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Survey of farming systems and prevalence of gastrointestinal parasites in goats in
Phatthalung Province (February to October 2024). The purpose of this study was to survey goat
farming systems and the prevalence of gastrointestinal parasites in goats in Phatthalung Province.
Data were collected from 23 goat farms across nine districts: Tamode, Khuan Khanun, Srinakarin,

Keywqrd Mueang Phatthalung, Pak Phayun, Khao Chaison, Lampam, Bang Kaeo, and Kong Rha District
Goat farming systems (listed twice, possibly an error). The study also aimed to investigate the causes of parasitic
Prevalence of gastrointestinal parasites infections in goats and examine how farming practices relate to their occurrence. Fecal samples
Phatthalung Province were collected from 85 goats and tested for gastrointestinal parasite eggs using the Modified

McMaster Technique. The results showed that all sampled goats were infected with gastrointestinal
parasites, indicating a 100% prevalence. The average number of parasite eggs in feces ranged from
314.37 to 1,635 eggs per gram (EPG), with the lowest count in Tamode District and the highest in
Khuan Khanun District. The parasite eggs identified included Strongyloides sp., Trichuris spp., and
Haemonchus sp.An analysis of factors potentially affecting parasite levels—such as water source
usage, husbandry management, rearing systems, farm size, and deworming intervals—revealed no
statistically significant relationship with fecal egg counts (p > 0.05). The high prevalence of
parasite eggs highlights the need for effective control measures to prevent production losses in goat
farming.
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