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B H klvikn] 1pnopétTTa TV 0poioyIK®OV 0KILHAOV 6T1] HOVOKVTTUPIKN

gphyioon (Ehrlichia canis) 100 6KOLOV

M. E. Mvrovakng', A. ®. Kovtivag!, K. @c0ddpov’, B. I. Ziapkov?, B. I. Kovrog®
IKAvirn twv Zawv Zovipopidg, Ktnviatpixn Zyoi, A.11.60., Osoooloviky
*Epyactiipio Mikpofioloyiog kor Aoyuwdwv Noonudrwv, Ktnviozpiki Zyoln, A.I1.6O., Ocooolovikny

STouéag Ktnviazpikng Anuooiag Yyeiog, EOvikn Zyoln Anuooiag Yyeiag, AOnva

Abstract

Canine monocytic ehrlichiosis (CME) is primarily caused by Ehrlichia canis, a member of the genus Ehrlichia (family:
Anaplasmataceae). Serology is the most frequently used diagnostic modality in CME. Indirect fluorescent antibody (IFA)
testing remains the “gold standard” for the detection and titration of the E. canis-specific antibodies; in addition, several
user-friendly, in-clinic assays have recently gained tremendous popularity due to their practical and cost-effective nature.
The latter assays provide mostly qualitative results and have a high diagnostic specificity; however, their sensitivity usually
declines when the IFA-titers are lower than 1/320, suggesting a suboptimal performance in acutely infected dogs. Overall,
a positive IgG antibody titer indicates past exposure to and infection by Ehrlichia canis or a closely related agent (e.g. E.
chaffeensis, E. ewingii), while rarely, true false positives may adversely affect the interpretation. As a rule, a negative IgG
antibody titer rules out exposure to E. canis, with the notable exception of the acute CME in which clinical and clinico-
pathological manifestations may preceed seroconversion which occurs 7-35 days post-infection. The latter problem may be
overcome by testing paired serum samples obtained 2-3 weeks apart. Unlike IgG antibodies, IgM titers develop inconsist-
ently in the course of the infection, thus, not justifying their routine measurement for diagnostic purposes. Importantly,
IgG antibody titers do not reliably correlate with the duration of infection, the current carrier status, or the presence and
severity of clinical disease. Because of the prolonged latent period and the persistent seropositivity following therapy or
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self-eradication of the infection, clinicians should be well aware that seroreactivity to E. canis, especially in an endemic area,
does not unequivocally confirm that the clinical manifestations and the clinicopathological abnormalities are due to E. canis
infection. The decision to treat a clinically healthy, seropositive dog may be particularly challenging, especially in endemic
areas. A positive or negative polymerase chain reaction (PCR) result dictates towards or against treatment, respectively. If
PCR is not available, the proper course of action should be decided on a case-by-case basis. The authors suggest treating
these dogs if they are thrombocytopenic and/or hyperglobulinemic and no other potential causes of these abnormalities (e.g.
pseudothrombocytopenia and/or comorbid conditions) can be demonstrated. The antibody kinetics is quite unpredictable,
frequently persisting several months to years following eradication of the organism, which limits the value of serology as a
post-treatment monitoring tool. This review article addresses a series of questions pertaining to the interpretation of E. canis-
specific serology in the context of the clinical phase of the disease, the antibody kinetics, the sensitivity and specificity of
the assays and the prior treatment status. The ultimate goal is to facilitate the clinical decision-making towards the diagnosis
and post-treatment monitoring of the CME.

Keywords: Ehrlichia canis, dog, serology, interpretation, diagnosis

Hepiknyn

H Ehrlichia canis, péhog g owoyévelag Anaplasmataceae, Topovctdlel TayKOoULO YE@YPAUPIKT EEATAMON KOl OTOTENEL
TO KVPLOTEPO QITIO TNG LOVOKLTTAPIKNG £pAlyimong oto okvio (MEX). H didyvoon, extog and ) cvpuPathy kAwvikn Kot
OLLOTOAOYIKY EIKOVA, TIG TEPLOTOTEPES PopES Paciletal aTov EUpeco ovocophopiopnd kot oTig Wtaitepo dNUoPlreic
EUTOPIKEG OPOAOYIKES TEYVIKES TOV TPOLYLOTOTOLOVVTAL GTO YMPO TOV LoTpeiov, e TIG omoieg aviyvevovtat Ta ewikd [gG
aviicopato Kotd g E. canis. Ol televtaieg Teyvikég elval KoTd KovOvo TOLOTIKES 1) MUITOGOTIKEG Kot yapaktnpilovrot
amd VYNAN SlyveoTiKY €01KOTNTA, M®GTOC0, 1 evatcncia Tovg peldveTal onpovTikd cg tithovg <1/320, yeyovog mov
av&avetr v mhavoTnTe opoapvnTIKOV okOAV oty ofeio MEZ. Koatd xavova, évag Betikdg tithog IgG aviicopdtov,
vrodnAmvel polvon and v E. canis 1| KOTO0 OVTIYOVIKA Tapduolo pkpoopyavioud (m.y. E. chaffeensis, E. ewingii),
EVO GTAVLN, TO OTOTEAEG O Umopel va givatl yevddg 0eticd. 'Eva apyntikd oporoyikd amotéleopa, cuviifog amokAieiet v
poéAvvon amd v E. canis, pe v e&aipeon g o&elag MEEX 6mov 1 ekONAOGON TOV GUUTTOUATOV KOl TOV OGLUOTOAOYIKOV
Sratapaymv evdéyetat va Tponyndei Tov aviyvedoipov tithov (7-35 nuépec HETA ™ LOALVGN) OVTICOUATOV. TNV TEAELTAI
nepintoon, N Ay kot e€étacn (evyovg opmv, o€ pecodidotna 2-3 fdopnddmv, umopovv va entpefotdcovy Ty didyvmon.
O mpocd10pIo oG TOL TiTAOL TV IgM avTIcOUAT®V dEV GAIVETOL VO VTTEPEYEL N VO TPOGPEPEL EMTPOGOETEG TANPOPOPiES GE
oVyKplon pe ekeivo TV IgG kot og ek ToVTOV, dEV GLGTHVETAL MG dAYVOGTIKN €£ETA.GN POVTIVOG. ENUELOVETAL 0TL TO OETIKO
0pOLOYIKO ATOTELEG L, OEV VTTOONADVEL omapaiTnTa EVEPYO LOAVVGT, 0VTE GuoyeTileTal pe TV KAWIKN eaon s MEZ 1
GoPapoOTNTA TNG KAWVIKNG EIKOVOG KO ®OG €K TOVTOV, 0 KTNViatpog Oa mpémetl va yvmpilel ott éva 0pobeTikd anotédecpa dev
emPePardvel ot M poOAvven and v E. canis €ivor avTi 1oV £0OVVETAL Y10 TO GUUTTMOUOTO KOL TIG EPYOCTNPLOKEG LETAPOAES
GTO GUYKEKPLUEVO OKVAO. Xg ydpeg mov evonuei 1 MEZ 6mwg n EALGSa, n Aqyn tng opBitepnc amdpaong yio T Bepameio
TOL KAWIKG VY100G 0pobeTikod okvAOL dev elval evkoln. E@ocov vmapyel n duvatotnta devépyelag PCR, to Betikd g
OmTOTELEC O VTOONADVEL EvEPYO LOAVVOT Kal Bo mpémel va yivetal Bepaneio. Xe mepinT®OT APVNTIKOD OTOTEAEGUATOC,
n Oepaneio dev ducaroroyeital. Otav dev vmapyel N dvvatotnta mpaypatoroinons PCR, n andeaon Aappdveror Kotd
mepinTon. XV nepintmon okviov pe Opoppoxvtraponevio /Kot vIepoeapvolpio Tov dev opeiloviat oe dAha aitia
(m.y. yevdng Bpoppoxvtraponevia, Aeicpavioon) cuotnveTot | avainyn Bepaneiog. ZNUEIOVETAL, ETTAEOV, OTL AOY® TNG
un TPoPAEYIUNG KV TIKNG TOV TITA®V AVIICOUATOV LETA TNV OAOKANpmon NG Bepaneiog, ot oporoyikéc eEeTdoelg dev givat
KatdAIAeg yio v emPePainon g expilmong g porvvens. H epyacio avth mpaylatedeToL (o GEPA EPMTHGEMV TOV
tibevtal ovyvd otV Tpa&n Kat apopovv aPevog oty a&loTeTio TMV 0POLOYIKOV SOKLUOV Y10 TV aVIYVELGN TOV EI0IKMV
AVTICOUATOV £VOVTL TNG E. canis Kol aQeTEPOV GTN XPNOIULOTNTA TOVS Yia T didyveoon g MEX kot tnv mapokoiovOnon
™G omoTeELEGHOTIKOTNTOG TNG Oepameiag.

Aééeis evpeTnpiacngs: Ehrlichia canis, cxdlog, opohoykn e€€tacm, epunveio, didyvmon

EIZATQI'H telet 1o kuptoTepo aitto g MEX (Neer et al. 2002, Cohn
2003, Little 2010). H E. chaffeensis, to aitio g povo-
KUTTOPIKNG EpALYiONS TOL AVOPMTOL, TPOKUAEL, OV KoL
AMyOTEPO GLYVA, KAVIKT VOGO KOl GTO GKOAO avAAOY™G
Bapdrog pe exetvn g E. canis, Kopiog oTIC VOTIEG
kot oy EAGda 1o 1989 (Koutinas et al. 1989). H  rojurefec tov HILA. (Breitschwerdt et al. 1998). H E.
Ehrlichia canis, péhog g owkoyévewg Anaplasmataceae, ewingii, omoteLel TO OiTIO TNG KOKKIOKLTTOPIKTG (KOK-
TOPOVCLALEL TAYKOG IO YEMYPOPIKT EEATAMGN KOL OO~  KLOKVLTTOPOTPOTOV) EPALYIMONG, LUE TNV TAELOVOTITO TMOV

I I LOVOKLTTAPIKT (LOVOKLTTOPOTPOTOG) EPALYimON
tov okvAoL (MEZX) avagépbnie yio mpadTn gopd
otV Alkyepia to 1935 (Donatien and Lestoguard 1935)
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mePLOTATIKMV Vo, £xovv dayvootet otic HILA. (Little
2010). Emonpaiveton T€A0C, 0TL OPIGUEVOL «IGTOPLKO
€10m tov yévoug Ehrlichia, onwgn E. equi xoun E. platys,
ta&vounOnkay TpOGpoTa 6TO Yévog Anaplasma ko givon
TOL OUTIOL TG KOKKIOKVTTAPIKNG (4. phagocytophilum)
Kot OpopPoxvtrapikng (4. platys) avarAdopmongs, e
oxedOV TayKoouo yeoypapikn e&aniwon (Neer and
Harrus 2006).

Metd ) poéAvVeT Tov 6KOAOL pe TV E. canis amod
KPOTOVEG TV €OV Rhipicephalus sanguineus xou
Dermacentor variabilis ko1 votepa and endoon 8-20
NUEPDV, 1| TUTIKN KAWVIKN TTopeia TG VOGOL TEPIAOLL-
Baver v oéela (UN HOEAOKOTAGTAATIKT ), TV VTOKAL-
vikn ko tn ypdvia (Luerokotoctaltikn) popoen (Neer
and Harrus 2006, Siarkou et al. 2007). H mAgiovétta
TV oKOA®V pe ofelo MEX pmopei vo wofel khvikd
axopa Kot yopic Bepaneia péco oe 2-4 eBdopddec,
TEPVAOVTAG GTNV VIOKAVIKT GACT, TOL UOopEl va, dtap-
Kkéoetl amd Alyoug punveg péypt apketd ypdvia (Codner
and Farris-Smith 1986, Waner et al. 1997, Harrus et al.
1998). Ot avocoenapkeic GKOAOL LTopovV GtV PAch
ot Vo aoAAayoby oo Tt polvvor). Q6tdc0, KAT®
omd adlevKpivioTeS aKOIA GVVONKES, £va TOGOGTO
EKONADOVEL TNV HLVEAOKATAGTAATIKY popen TG MEX,
mov yopaktnpiletal and cofapn aniacio TOL HLEAOD
TOV 0GTAOV, TOYKVTTOPOTEVIO KoL VYNAO TOGOGTO Ovi)-
owétrag (Harrus et al. 1998, Mylonakis et al. 2004,
Harrus and Waner 2011).

O mopetdg, N avopeia, N KATATTOON, 1 OTO-

A€ TOL COUATIKOD BAPOVG, 1 TEPLPEPIKN AEUPO-
yoyyAopeyorMa, n orAnvopeyora, n wypdtnTo TOV
Prevvoyovmv, ot 0@BoAUIKES OANOIDGELG (). Emlme-
QuKitidn, payoswditida, alpoppayio 1 arokdAANGN
TOL OUEIPANGTPOELDN YLITOVO) KOL 1) CLULOPPOYIKT|
S1a0gom (T.y. TETEYXEIEG KO EKYVUNDCELS GTO OEPLLAL KO
6ToVG PAEVvoyOVOLS, VYA, ETioTadn, ovAoppayia,
aipatovpia), eivor ouyvég KAVIKEG EKONADOGELS 0N
MEZX, av kot pe StapopeTikn suyvotnta Kot fopitnto
petald tov edoewv g vocov (Komnenou et al. 2007,
Mylonakis et al. 2011). H Opoufokvttapomevia kot n
avopio givan o1 GLYVOTEPES OUUATOAOYIKEG SLUTOPOYES,
HE TNV OmANCTIKN ToyKuttapomevia vor yopoktnpilet
TN puelokaTooToATIKN popen tg MEX (Mylonakis
et al. 2011). Z1ig cvyvotepeg Proynuukég draTopoyég
TEPIAALPAVOVTOL 1] VITEPGPOUPIVOLLLICL, 1] VTOAEVKOLLOL-
TvaLpio Kot 1 avENUEVN OPAGTIPLOTITO TMV NTOTIKMV
evlbuwv (Mylonakis et al. 2011).

H Sidyvoon g MEX extog and v cvuPat
KAWVIKY] KOl 0O ToA0YIKn €1kova, Paciletorl o) otnv
KUTTOPOAOYIKY €EETAON Yol TV aval()TNoT TOV Yop0-
KTNPLOTIK®V gyKAEloTOV NG E. canis o enypicpota
aipatog | AspeoyoyyMov, B) oe poplaxéc pnebddovg
(T.y. odvodo avtidpacn g moAvpepdong, PCR)
v TV avalntnon tov koD yio v E. canis DNA
(ko ot 600 mopandve egetdoelg emPePfaidvovy TV
gvepyn polvvon) Kot y) otV oporoyikn e&€tacn yia
TNV aviyveuon ToV EWIKOV AVIICOUATOV GTOV 0pO
Tov aipatog, mov delyvel v €kbeon (LoAvvor) Tov

Tkviog opoBetwog ety Ehrlichia canis

Zopporiy kv &
EQYACTI PLUKY] EVKOVA

‘ Kiavika vyujg oxivrog

Bepareio

[PCR ()

Ewéva 1. AlydpiBpog extipmong

™G OVOyKoOTNTAG YOPYNOoNG
Oepaneiog oe oKOAOVG e OeTikd TiTAO
aVTICOUATOV évavtL g Ehrlichia
canis.

g poncio

Awbdiopn PCR

Mn dwBécipn PCR

OpopPorvrToponeviac (1) Opoppokvrroporevic (-)
1 &
Ynepoporpvorpio (1) Yrepoparpworpiao (-)

Oepoumeia Opn Beparncio

Oy Bepomeio,

PCR: 0dva1dmTi) avridpocn T8 moropepdons, (+): BT amotéheona, (-): opTIKG 0moTEleond
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GKUAOVL GTOV UIKPOOPYOUVIGUO KOATH TO TPOGPATO N
andtepo maperddv (Harrus and Waner 2011). Xy
EXLada mtov 1 MEX givat cuyvo voonua, 1 cuyvotepa
YPNOLOTO0VEVT LEBOBOG Y1 TN d1dyVeoT TG Elval
n oporoyikn dokin (Mylonakis et al. 2001). Qotdc0,
M epunveia Tov amotelécpatds g dev elval mhvtote
€0KOAN Kot Guyva 0 KTnviaTpog SuoKOAEVETAL VOl ThPEL
opbéc Khvikég amopdoeic. H gpyacio avt mpaypo-
TebETAUL LA GEPA EPOTHCEMVY TOL TiBEVTAUL GLYVA 0T
TOV KAWVIKO KTNVIOTPO G€ o ympo evonukn e MEZ
omwg 1 EALGSa kot o1 omoieg apopolv apevog oty
a&10TIoTiO TOV OPOAOYIKMY SOKIULMY Y10, TNV OViYVEL-
o1 TOV VKOV OVTICOUATOV Evavtl g E. canis Kol
QPETEPOL BTN YPNCOTNTA TOLS Y10l TN SLAYVOGCT) TNG
MEZX kot v mopokolohnon g amoTeLecHATIKOTT-
tag g Bepomeiog.

YXYXNEX EPQTHXEIX ITANQ XTHN KAINIKH
XPHXIMOTHTA TQN OPOAOTI'TKQN AOKI-
MQN XTH MEX

1. ITowa €iom Ehrlichia kow Anaplasma &govv Ppe0ei
pEYPL o1 uEPX. 6€ GKVAOVS TOV LoV oty EALGda Y10
T0 07010 PNITOPOVV VO, TPOYLATOTOL| 00UV 0POAOYIKES
doKuéc;

Me Bdon to amoTEAECUATO KUTTAPOAOYIK®DY, OPO-
AoyKov kot poplakdv (PCR) eEetdoemv og pio oelpd
ueretav, €xet eEokpiPwbel N mapovoia tov E. canis,
A. phagocytophilum kot A. platys (Kontos et al. 1991,
Mylonakis et al. 2004, Siarkou et al. 2007).

2. IToweg oporoyikég péBodor pnoLHOTOLOVVTAL
GVYVOTEPD 6TV KAVIKY Pdsn Yo TV aviyvevon
TOV £10IKOV Katd ¢ E. canis avricopdtov ko
oL €IVOL TO CYETIKA TAEOVEKTILATO KOl ILELOVE-
KTNHOTE TOVG;

O éppecoc avocsoebopionog (IFA) kat ot mpary-
LOTOTTOUGLIEG GTO XMPO TOV KTNViotpeiov (in-clinic)
opoloyikég dokipnég (avocsoevivpikég [ELISA] 7
OVOGOYPOUOTOYPAPIKES), EIVOL O1 TEPLGGOTEPO dlal-
dedopéveg oporoyikég Hefddol onv KAk Tpaén
e 0AOKANpo ToV kOG0 (Harrus and Waner 2011).
H IFA amotehel v oporoyikn e&€taom avapopdic
(“gold standard”) yia tnv aviyvevon kot Tithomoinon
(mTocoTiKoc Tpocdlopiopog) tov IgG aviicoudtov
Kot TG E. canis. Qo1000, 1 a§10moTn S1evEPYELL
g Tpoimobétel epyactnpio pe eE1dtkevéEVO eEOTTAL-

oo ko teyvikd mpoowmikd (Waner et al. 2000). Ot
eumopkég pEBodot, £xovv Katd o mototikod (BeTikd
N 0pVNTIKO OTOTEAEGLO) ) UITOGOTIKO YOPOKTN PO
Eivot teyvucd amhovotepeg, dev amaitovv e£eldiken-
HEVO TTPOCMOTIKO KO TPOCPEPOLY GTOV KTNVIATPO TO
TAEOVEKTNUO TOV Guecov amoteréopatoc. H dvva-
TOTNTO OUMOC TNG TOGOTIKOTOINGNG TOV TITAOL TV
avTicopdtov, kdvet v IFA xataAAnidtepn yuo tnv
e&étaon (evyoug opdv (epdtnon 7) oe mepinT®ON
daryvootikod oupatog (Waner et al. 2000, Hegarty
et al. 2009).

3. Houwo givon 1 S1oyveoTIK aELOTIGTIO TOV ERTOPL-
KOV 0pOLOYIKOV peBGd®V oV Yivovtol 6T0 10 TpEio;

Ao T moAvapBueg epmopikég puebodovg, Ayeg
&xovv a&lohoynOei wg mpog TN SLOYVOGTIKY EVOL-
onoia (mocootd Oetikol amoteléopatog g TAN0v-
OLO HOAVGUEVOV GKUAMV) KOl TNV €OIKOTNTA TOVG
(T0G00TO aPVNTIKOL OMOTEAECUATOG G€ TANBLGLO Un
LOAVGUEV®V OKOA®MV) HE KOAG GYEOIOCUEVEG UEAE-
teg (Waner et al. 2000, Harrus et al. 2002, Belanger
et al. 2002, Seaman et al. 2004, O’ Connor et al.
2006, Okewole and Adejinmi, 2009, Hegarty et al.
2009, Chandrashekar et al. 2010). Ot pébodot mov
YPNOILOTOLOVY MG OVTIYOVO EKYVACLO OAOKAT POV
ToV pKpoopyavicpov (Immunocomb Ehrlichia canis,
Biogal, Israel) 1 ta edwd nentidia p30 ot p30-1
g E. canis (Snap 4Dx test kit, IDEXX laboratories,
USA), égovv a&loloynbei mepiocdTEPO GLGTNOTIKG,
(Harrus et al. 2002). Mg pébodo avaeopdg v IFA,
N eWwwoTTo TOV TEAeVTainV Tpoceyyilel To 100%,
eve M gvaicneia tovg etvor mepimov 90% yia tithovg
avticopdtov >1/320. H svoicbnocia toug petdveton
OUmG onpovTIKa o€ tithovg <1/320 (Harrus et al. 2002,
Seaman et al. 2004, O’ Connor et al. 2006, Harrus and
Waner 2011). Emopévamg, oty o&eio MEX ko mpv v
avENoN TOL TITAOL TOV UVTICOUATOV, 1] J0LYVOOTIKY
evarstnoio tov pefddwV avtdv givorl cuvinBwg yopunin
(Gaunt et al. 2010).

4. Moo givar N KIvTIKY] TOV €0KOV Kotd ™S E.
canis IgG avticopdtov Kol 1oOc ennpedlel To amo-
Téheopa TG oporoykng eEétaong oty oegio MEXL;

Y€ MEPOUOTIKEG LEAETES, OVIXVEVLGLLOG TITAOG
IgG avticopdrov demietovetal 7-35 uépeg petd ™
uoAvven omd v E. canis, avarloyo [LE TN 00T KoL TNV
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000 polvvong. O tithog avtog cuveyilet va avEdvetl yuo
2-3 tovAdylotov punveg petd  poilvvon (Weisinger et
al. 1975, Gaunt et al. 1996, Waner et al. 2000, Waner
etal. 2001, McBride et al. 2003, De Castro et al. 2004).
Metd tov evdoeAéPlo evopBaiucuod, o tithog IgG
av&avel vopitepa (7-15 nuépec) oe GOYKPLON LE TOV
VIOJOP10 1) EVO0dEPIKS gvopBaiiond (15-35 nuépec)
(Gaunt et al. 1996, McBride et al. 2003). £t @voikn
uoéALVeT OAEG 01 TOPOUTGvVeD 0001 evoDaAuiopov eivat
TOOVEG Kol ETOUEVMG, aviyveLoog Tithog Tov IgG
OVTICOUATOV EVOEXETAL OE KATOLEG TEPIMTMGELS VO,
gpeaVIoTel PETA TNV £VOPEN TOV CUUTTORATOV TNV
ofeio MEX (Mylonakis et al. 2010).

5. ITow givor N SLyveOOTIKY YPNOUOTNTA TOV TiT-
hov TV IgM avricopdatov oty MEX;

e avtifeon pe v KOG TEKUMPLOUEVN dloryvo-
oTIKN ypnopotta Tov IgG, eldyioteg peléteg Exovv
a&lohoynoetl péypt onpepa ekeivn tov IgM aviicopd-
tov oty MEX. And Ti¢ TEpapoTIKEG QVTEG LEAETEG
TPOKLITEL OTL PETA TN LOAVVGT), CNUEUDVETOL LUKPT,
ouvnbwg, avénomn tov tithov Tev IgM avticopdTov,
TOVTOYPOVA 1] LETA TN SOTICTMOT) AVIYVEVGILOV TITAOV
IgG avticopdtev (Weisinger et al. 1975, McBride et
al. 2003). Zm cvvéyela Opms, 1 kvntikn tov [gM avti-
cOUATOV dev umopel TAEov vo TpoPAepbet (Weisinger
etal. 1975). Zuvendg, 0 TpocdlopIoUAOG TOV TEAEVTAIMV
dev QaiveTol vo vITEPEYEL 1| VO TPOGPEPEL EMMPOGHE-
TeG TANPOPOpPiEg 68 GVYKPLoN Ue gkeivo Tov IgG kot
®¢ €K T0VTOV, dgv pmopei va mpotadei mg e&étaom
povtivag, TovAdylotov eni tov wapodvtog (Harrus and
Waner 2011).

6. Iowx givan n gppnveio Tov BeTIKOD 0POAOYIKOD
amoteréoparog évavtt g E. canis;

To Betikd amotérespa cuvnBwg SNAmVEL TN LOAVV-
o1 TOV GKVAOL 0o TV E. canis KTl T0 TPOGOATO M
10 andtepo maperdov (Harrus and Waner 2011). Eivan
OMUOVTIKO VO VITOYPOpLLGTEL, Tl TO BeTIKO OpOLOYL-
KO OTOTEAEGUA, OEV VIOONAMDVEL OmAPOiTNTO EVEPYO
uoéivvor, obte cuoyetiletal pe TV KAVIKT @don g
MEZ 1 ) Bapotrta g kKAvikng sikovag (Waner et al.
2001, Neer et al. 2002, Hegarty et al. 2009). Evag opo-
0eTIKdC GKOAOC, EVOEXETOL ) VO, LNV EIVOIL TAEOV LLOAV-
ouévog, apol Ba uropovoe va £xel amailoyel amnd ™
puoivvon pe M xopig tn Oegpaneia, f) va Ppioketat o
LaKpOyPOVIL VTOKALVIKY @don g vOsov, 1] ¥) va. givort

HoAVGEVOC omd GAAa €101 TOV Yévoug Ehrlichia (m.y.
E. chaffeensis q E. ewingii) (epotnon 8). Zraviotepa,
TO OMOTEAEG LA TG OPpOLOYIKNG e&€TaomG, Un e€atpov-
pévng g IFA otig yopmAég apaidoelc, evoéyetat vo
elvar yevdmg Betikd (Suksawat et al. 2000, Waner et
al. 2000). O kmviotpog Ba Tpémer G €K TOVTOV, VL
yvopilet ott €va opobetikd amotélecia oev emPBePat-
®VeL 0TL 1 pOAVVET omd TV E. canis glvol avty TOL
€VOVVETAL Y100 TO. GUUTTOUATO KOL TIG EPYAUGTIPLOKES
petaforég 6To cuyKekplévo okvAo. H epunveio tov
0eT1K00 0pOLOYIKOD OTOTEAEGLOTOC TTPETEL VO, YIVETOUL
TAVTOTE GE GLVOLAGUO LE TNV KALVIKT KOl EPYOGTNPL-
ok (OUATOAOYIKY] KOt BLOyNUKT) EIKOVO, TOV GKOAOL
(Hegarty et al. 2009).

7. Ilowx givon 1} epunveia TOL GPVTIKOD 0POLOYLKOD
amoteréopartog Evavtt g E. canis;

Katd xoavova, Eva apvntikd omoTEAECO VTTO-
didver ott 0 6KOAOG dev €xel porvvOel amd v E.
canis. Q061060, OTOC TpoavaeEpOnke (epdTNon 4),
otV o&eio. MEX 1 exkdnimon tov cuprntopdtov (8-20
NUEPEG HETA TN LOAvVOT)) evOEyeTaL Vo Tponyn el Tov
aviyvedopov tithov (7-35 nuépeg petd ™ pnoéAvven)
aviicopudtov (Waner et al. 2000, Mylonakis et al.
2010, Gaunt et al. 2010). Ztic TEPMTOGELS AVTEC,
€QOCOV N KAVIKT kova givor copfory| e ) voco,
n Myn ko e€€tacn (edyovg opmdV, G€ HEGOIACTN A
2-3 gfoopddwv (Betikonoinon evog apvnTikoL N TETPa-
TAOGLOoUOG EVOC apytka un dtoyveotikod [<1/100]
tithov), 1 N devépyeta PCR 610 aipa 1 oe dAlovg
16TOVG (.. OMANVAG, WOEADS TOV 0GTAOV), UTOPOLV
va emPepaidoovy v didyvoon (Harrus and Waner
2011). Av kot omdvia, GKOAOL [LE HVEAOKOTOGTOATIKN
MEX evdéyetar va €xovv apvntikd 1| ToAd yaunid
titho avticoudtov (Weisinger et al. 1975). Télog, o
0POOPVITIKO OTOTELEGLOL LTTOPEL VO ONADVEL TN YO
AN OyvmoTIK) evoustnoio TG YPNOLULOTOIOVUEVIG
0poAOYIKNG HEBOSOVL, YEYOVOC OV Umopel va amododet,
HeTaED TV GAAMVY, GTNV OVTLYOVIKT O10(popomoinon
TOV oTeEAEY®V TG E. canis petalh S1opopeTIKOY Yem-
ypaokmv meptoy®mv (Hegarty et al. 1997, Seaman et al.
2004). Avtd onpaivet, 6t 1 SayvooTikn evoicincio
LG OPOAOYIKNG HLEBOSOV GE L0 GUYKEKPLLEVT] YE®-
YPOQIKn Tepoyn, Oa umopovoe va avénbei epdcov
ypnoworomfet avitydovo and otéheyog g E. canis
OV EMIKPOTEL OTN CLYKEKPLUEVT] YEOYPOAPIKT TEPLOYN
(Aguirre et al. 2009).
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8. Yaapyovv otnv EALGOa GArrol pikpoopyavicpoi

oV 00 pTopovoav va 001Y1GOVV 6€ YEVOMS OeTi-
KO 0poLoYIKO 00TéEAEGHE AOY® OLUGTAVPOVUEVOV
avTidpdoemv pe v E. canis;

Loyvpéc dracTavpOvUEVEG OPOLOYIKEG OVTIOPAGELS
&yovv dwomiotwbel peta&d e E. canis kot GAADV OGOV
Ehrlichia dnogn E. chaffeensis,n E. ewingii xoim E.
ruminantium (Neer et al. 2002, Little 2010, Harrus and
Waner 2011). Qot6co, otnv EALGSa dev voiotatol
T€T010 TPOPANUE ETEWON Ol TOPOTAVE® UIKPOOPY-
VIGUHOl OTI®G Kot 0l KPOTTOVEG TOL TOVE UETAOIO0VY
(Amblyomma americanum, A. hebraeum, Dermacentor
variabilis) mBavotata dev vrapyovv (Papadopoulos
et al. 1996, Papazahariadou et al. 2003, Siarkou et al.
2007). AcBevelg S106TALPOVUEVES OPOAOYIKEG OVTL-
dpdoeig Exovv damiotwbel peta&y g E. canis kot
twv Neorickettsia helminthoeca and N. risticii mov
emiong oev €yovv avapepbel otnv EALGda (Harrus
and Waner 2011). Métpiag évtaong dluoTovpoduevn
avtidpaon evdéyetor va mapotnpndel petad tov E.
canis ka1 A. phagocytophilum (Waner et al. 1998),
YoOpic OL®ME VO TPOKOAEITAL JLOYVOGTIKY] GOYYLON
otV kAwvikn mpdén (Chandrashekar et al. 2010). Em-
ONUOIVETOL OTL OEV LITAPYEL SIOGTAVPOVUEVT AVTIOPOL-
on peto&y g E. canis ko tov A. platys, Rickettsia
rickettsii, R. conorii, Babesia canis, Hepatozoon canis
kot Leishmania infantum (Ristic et al. 1972, French and
Harvey 1983, Guillen Llera et al. 2002, Mylonakis et
al. 2005, Oliveira et al. 2008, Gaunt et al. 2010).

9. [Towa givar 1 TLO GOGTI] UVTIUETOTLCN TOV GV-
UATOUATIKOV 0AAG 0p0o0eTIKOV 6TNV E. canis oKV~
rov;

e yopeg mov evomuel 1 MEX 6mwg n EALGOa,
n AN g opBdtepNC amdeaong dgv givol mhvtote
gvkoAn (Ewodva 1). Epocov vrépyet n duvatdtta
devépyetog a&omotmgc PCR, 1o Oetid g amotéheoua
VITOdNA®VEL evePYO LOAVVGT omtdTe Ba mpémet va yivel
Oepaneio. e mepInTOON CPVNTIKOD OTOTEAEGHOTOC,
KOTO TPOTIUNGN G€ GLVOLAGHO 16TV (aipo, PVEAOS
TOV 00TOV, OTANVAG), 1 Bepameio dev dikatodoyeitan
(Harrus et al. 1998). Otav 6pwmg dev vadpyel n dvva-
totNTo. Tpayuatonoinong PCR, n andéeacn AapPad-
VETOL KOTO TTEPITTOON. ZTNV MEPINTOOT GKOAOV UE
OpopporvtTapomevio /KoL VTEPSPALPIVOLLIO TTOVL dEV
oopeihovtat og dAla aitia (.. wevdng Opopforvtrapo-

mevia, Aelopovioon) cuetivetal 1 avainyn Bepomeiog
(Hegarty et al. 2009). Otav arovcidlovv Ta oyeTiKd
EPYOOTNPLOKA EVPNUATA, O1 GVYYPOAPEIG OEV CLGTHVOLY
v avainym Oepaneiog oAAG TV weptodikn (botepa,
ond 2-3 gfdouddeg [Levyog opdV] Kol 6T GUVEXELN
K60 6-12 pvec) opoAOYIKT KO OLULOTOAOYIKT EEETOON
Tov {®OoV. TNV TEPITTOOT VT, O TETPATAACIOCUOG
TOV TITAOL 17/K0L 1 EUPAVIOT) GUUPATOV CLLOTOAOYIKGDY
datapay®v O1KatoAoyodv 1 yopnynon Bepameiog
(Neer et al. 2002, Hegarty et al. 2009). Znuewdvetat,
oTL 1 avebpeon TV popdiov g E. canis oto fLovo-
KOTTOPO KO TO AEUPOKDTTOPO TOV QaTog 1} GAA®V
16TOV (7., AepeoyayyMa), emPePfardvel TV HOAVVOT).
Qc10600, 1 SAYVOGCTIKN gvaucHncio TG KLTTOPOAO-
YN g e€€taong etval ToAD yoUNA o€ oKOAOLS Ypig
KAvikd coprntopata (Mylonakis et al. 2003).

10. I16co yproypeg €ivar or oporoyikég e€eTdoeig
otV 0&0A0YN 6N TG UTOTEAEGUATIKOTNTOS TG
Oepaneiog Evavt Tng MEXL;

Metd v olokAnpwon g Oepaneiag, GTOLG
TEPIGCOTEPOVS GKVAOVS SUMIGTAOVETOL TPOOSEVTIKE
eBivovca mopeia tov tithov TV IgG avticopdtov,
IOV EVOEYETAL VO KOTOOTEL U1 avViVEVCILOG GE S100T-
po 6-9 unvov (Neer and Harrus 2006). Qotoc0, 1
mopeia Tov tithov e€aptdrol o€ oNUavTiKo Padpd amod
T0 eminedd Tov koTd TNV €vapén g Bepamneiag (ot
VYNAOTEPOL TITAOL TTEPTOLV PPadOTEPR) LIE OTOTEAEGLOL
6€ TOAAOVE GKOAOLE VO TAPAUEVEL VYNADS Yol TOAD
peyaAvtepo ypovikd didotnua (3-5 €tn), yopic va
propet mavta vo eEakpiPobel av avtd opelieton oty
amoTuyio TG OepumenTIKng aymyng, TV enavékbeon
Tov {dov otV E. canis petd to T€A0G TG, 1 TN d10T0-
payn ™¢ avocoandvinong (Codner and Farris-Smith
1986, Perille and Matus 1991, Bartsch and Greene
1996). Xvvendg, ol oporoywkéc e€etdoelg dev givat
KatdAAnAeg yio v emifePaimon g amoAiayng and
ToV Ta.f0YyOVO TaPAYOVTO. LE TEPIMTWOOT, TAVIMG, TOL
YPNOLOTOM OOV Yo TO GKOTO 0LTO, GUGTNVETUL M
YPNOT TOGOTIKMV Kol O)l TOLOTIK®OV 1] MLUITOCOTIKAOV
uebddwv. H amotelecpaticotnta g Oepaneiag, exti-
pétot o agldmoTo He TV KAWVIKT, OLOTOAOYIKT Ko
Broymukn mapaxorovBnon tov {dov, oe cuVOVAGUO
pe v PCR (Harrus et al. 2004, Harrus and Waner
2011). H arokotdotocn Tov aptOpol TV ooTEToAL-
ov mapoatnpeitoar 1-3 gfdopddec and v Evapén g
Oepaneiog, evd, 1 vVIEPCEUIPVALLIO VTTOYWOPEL GTOVG
enopevoug 6-9 unveg (Neer et al. 2002). B
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