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Abstract ; Objective

vention and treatment of tapeworm infection. Methods

To explore the detection methods of echinococcus infection in animal host and provide a reference for pre-

Serum samples of goats with cystic echinococcosis and with alveolar echino-

coccosis (each of 100) were collected. AgB prokaryotic expression system was established. Sodium dodecyl sulfate polyacrylamide

gel electrophoresis(SDS-PAGE) was employed to analyze AgB expression and enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay(ELISA) was a-

dopted to evaluate the serological diagnosis. Results

Sensitivity and Specificity of co-expression antigen AgBs to sera of goats with

cystic echinococcosis were both 90. 0% , which were higher than those of AgB1(70.0% and 56. 0% ,respectively) (P<Z0. 05). Con-

clusion The diagnostic value of co-expression antigen AgBs in cystic echinococcosis is prior to that of antigen AgBl.
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