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Efficacy of Levamisole Treatment of Bovine €hronic

Mastitis
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Gyeonggi Provincial Veterinary Loboratory

Summary

A Total of 15 cows with 26 Quarters affected with chronic mastitis in Anyang

Area were used in this experiment.

Levamisole was effective against chronic bovine mastitis by enhancing the immune
response in cows.

1. Levamisole treatment was 65.0% effective (130f 20guarters) in group A  and
66.7% (2 of 3guarters) in group B.

The effect of Levamisole in group A and B was very similar.

2. Levamisole was more effective against chronic mastitis at 23 (or .25) days than’
at 9 (or 10) days after the beginning of drug administration.

3. Thirteen cowes with 23guarters affected were given oral doses of Levamisoleat
7.5mg/kg B. W (35g/500kg B. W) No drug side effects were observed in any of
the Cows during the experiment.

4. Levamisole induced no difinite changes in the bacterial flora in milk throught the

experiment.
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