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Thinking on Development and Utilization of Liangshan Yellow Cattle

ZHANG Zhi-min' , GUO Da-ging”, ZHOU Xue-fei’* , WANG Si-lu', ZHI Li',
CHEN Bin-long' , ZHAO Wei', ZHANG Mei-li*, WANG Yan®
(1. Department of Animal Science, Xichang University, Xichang, Sichuan 615013 ; 2. Nanyang
Institute of Veterinary Drug Control, Nanyang, Henan 473003 ; 3. Jiaozuo Hefeng Feed Co. |
Lid. , Jiaozuo, Henan 454150 ; 4. Shaanxi Institute of Microbiology, Xi’ an 710043 )

Abstract; Liangshan prefecture is located in the second mid-levels in the southwest of Sichuan and is a deeply
impoverished area. As one of the important family property and economic resources for people in minority areas,
developing the cattle industry in Liangshan Prefecture had irreplaceable advantages. The steady development of the
cattle industry was conducive to further improving the quality and output of the cattle and enhancing the domestic
influence of the cattle brand. Tt will play an important role in industry support and demonstration to promote poverty
alleviation and rural revitalization in Liangshan. However, due to the relatively closed region and the lack of the
popularization of animal husbandry technology in Liangshan area, the inbreeding situation of normalization and seri-
ous deterioration had been brought about. So, it was the core of our thinking to help the farmers in ethnic areas rely
on cattle breeding to improve quality and efficiency, and to get rid of poverty and running towards well-off society.
In this paper, it was reviewed that the developmental situation of Liangshan cattle, the existing problems of impro-
ving quality and efficiency of the cattle, and the prospect of the cattle improvement.

Key words: Liangshan cattle; breed improvement; improving the quality and increasing the efficiency
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Seroepidemiological Survey of Mycoplasma bovis in
Large Scale Farms in Binzhou in 2019

LI Shu-guang' >, XIAO Yue-qiang', CHENG Li-kun', ZHAO Jia-lei*, LI Lai-yong’, LIU Ji-shan'*
(1. Shandong Binzhou Animal Science and Veterinary Medicine Academy, Binzhou, Shandong 256600; 2. Qingdao Agricultural University Qingdao,, Shandong 266109
3. Shandong Binzhou Research, Development and Promotion Center for Livestock and Poultry Propolis Vaccine , Binzhou, Shandong 256600 ;
4. Shandong Ludu Biotechnology Co. , Lid. , Binzhou, Shandong 25660055, Grassland Supervision Station, Hekou District, Dongying City, Dongying, Shandong 257200)
Abstract: [ Objective ] The authors want to understand the prevalence of Mycoplasma bovis in large-scale cat-
tle farms in Shandong Binzhou area. [ Methods ] Some serum samples were collected from 14 large-scale dairy farms
and beef farms in this area. The serum antibody of Mycoplasma bovis was detected by indirect ELISA Kit with IgG
antibody of Mycoplasma bovis, and chi square statistical test was performed by SPSS 20. [ Resulis ] The results
showed that the total positive rate of Mycoplasma bovis IgG antibody was 77. 86% , and there was no significant
difference between the positive rate of Mycoplasma in large-scale dairy farms (74. 29% ) and beef farms
(81.43% ) (P > 0.05). There was a significant difference in the IgG positive rate of Mycoplasma bovis between
different dairy farm areas and beef farm areas (P < 0.05). [ Conclusion ] There are different degrees of Mycoplas-
ma bovis infection in different farms in Binzhou Shandong province. Mycoplasma bovis infection may become one of
the main diseases that harm the health of domestic large-scale cattle farms.

Key words: Binzhou area; large scale cattle farm; Mycoplasma bovis; serum antibody; ELISA



