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Abstract: Tildipirosin injection was divided into three groups of high, medium and low doses (8, 4, 2 mg /kg
bw) for the treatment of porcine infectious pleuropneumonia by intramuscular injection. Meanwhile, tildipirosin
injection from MSD animal health products Co. , Ltd was set as the control group, and was given 4 mg /kg bw
once. The results showed that there was no significant difference in the effective rate and cure rate between
medium (4 mg/kg bw) and high (8 mg/kg bw) doses of tildipirosin injection in artificially infected pigs with

infectious pleuralpneumonia (P >0.05) , which was similar to the recommended dose of MSD products (4 mg/kg
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bw). The results showed that tildipirosin injection has a good therapeutic effect on porcine infectious

pleuropneumonia by intramuscular injection of 4 mg per 1 kg body weight.

Key words: tildipirosin injection ; porcine ;infectious pleuropneumonia;clinical effect
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Tab 1 Administration protocol for experimental pigs
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Tab 2 Statistical results of thoracic organ lesion score of experimental pigs

251 KR (k) I (B B T8 KT 433 E TR0 28 AT A G 3 2 I E] A T E
| 12 3(n=1) 0.2+0.4(n=5) 0.7+1.2ab(n=6)
I 12 3(n=2) 0.4+0.5(n=5) 1.1+1.3ab(n=7)
Il 12 3(n=1) 0.2+0.4(n=5) 0.7 =1.2ab(n=6)
v 12 - 0.2+0.4(n=5) 0.2 +0.4b(n=5)
A% 12 3(n=4) 0.6+0.5(n=5) 1.7+1.3a(n=9)
A 12 - 0.0+0.0(n=5) 0.0 +£0.0b(n=5)

ZLIA] PR REAS BT PR BE R T RS AT Hg, B /INE PR R 225w B35 (P <0.05)

T test was used to compare the total score data of autopsy and autopsy between groups, and different lowercase letters indicated significant difference

(P<0.05).
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Tab 3 Statistics of weight gain, feed consumption and feed conversion rate of experimental pigs(n=12)
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1 23.5+1.7 29.9 +2.6a 6.4 +2.5a 0.4 +£0.2a 77.3 207.8 2.7
II 23.6 1.7 27.8 £3.0b 4.2+2.3b 0.3+0.1b 50.0 183.4 3.7
111 23.5+1.7 30.1 +£2.4a 6.5+2.2a 0.4 +0.1a 78.5 210.4 2.7
v 23.3+1.8 30.6 +1.8a 7.2+0.9a 0.5+0.1a 87.0 224.1 2.6
A 23.4+1.4 26.0 £3.2b 2.2+3.2¢ 0.1+0.2¢ 26.3 151.1 5.7
VI 23.4+£1.9 31.6 £1.9a 8.2 +0.2a 0.5+0.0a 98.7 241 2.4

AR TSI T L, AARRVNG PR 2257 B3 (P <0.05)

T test was used to compare data between groups, and different lowercase letters indicated significant difference (P <0.05)
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Tab 4 Statistical results of drug efficacy evaluation in experimental pigs

25 g 5 3k MER U VS AROER & TR AR/ % HRE/ % TR/ %
I 12 10 1 1 83.3 91.7 8.3

m 12 8 2 2 66.7 83.3 16.7
il 12 10 1 1 83.3 91.7 8.3
v 12 11 1 0 92 100 0

v 12 - - - - - -

VI 12 - - - -

V VIR FZGPRAST ORI FOA AR R A TEAEE s 45 4L 3 0 TG AR A R LUE 43 L (% ) R, SRR O7 (X°) K #4748

ot S Z M TR EZES (P >0.05)

Group V and VI were not treated with drugs, so the cure rate, effective rate and inefficiency were not evaluated ; The cure rate and effective rate of pigs

in each group were expressed as percentage (% ), and chi —square (X?) test was used for statistical analysis. There was no significant difference a-

mong all groups (P >0.05)
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