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Abstract: To investigate the prevalence of Swine HEV infection in Yunnan province, the HEV - IgG
antibody was applied to screen the swine sera collected from slaughter houses and pig farms with com-
mercial DS-ELISA kit. Our data indicated that among 270 sera samples tested, 174 swine serum sam-
ples were positive for HEV - IgG antibody, the seroprevalence rate was 64.4% in general, 55.6%
for pig farms and 68. 9% for slaughter houses, respectively. Among groups with different ages, the
seroprevalence of sows was 71.4% , higher than that of others. It was shown that swine hepatitis E
was endemic in Yunnan province, and the seroprevalence increased with the age.
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Tab. 1  Diagnostic results for swine HEV — IgG antibody in swine serum samples

. N PR /3 AL /0 FHYER /%
7, =] AN
*FLF s ’Finuﬁfl /B b number of samples number of samples seroprevalence
place Sertm sample iumber positive for anti — HEV ~ negative for anti — HEV  of swine HEV - IgG
F4 Y pig farm 90 40 55.6
J& 5237 slaughterhouse 180 56 68.9
A1 total 270 96 64.4

2.2 AR BB DU P %

£ 90 33k H A IR SRS, B
FEME BUAR BH P 28w, o 71 4% 5 AFRERAIR,
4 53.5% o W T RERE BRI T 6y, A s
AR — 2R BRI, ENPHaeRE H, b
SRR, YR TR RN FAR IS
By BRI B P S 25 SR L 2.

%2 AEE#H HEV -IgG MiEHRA&RAEE

Tab.2  Seroprevalence of swine HEV - IgG
antibody in different age
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